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Abstract

Top-up pension plans were introduced in 2015 as a consequence of the
implemented maximum pensionable salary. In this thesis, the intertem-
poral investment problem for a net pension top-up plan participant is
studied. A stylized framework is developed that captures the main fea-
tures of the top-up plan. These main features include the conversion
of accrued financial wealth into a life annuity subject to a particular
funding ratio surcharge at retirement. Additionally, the implicit pres-
ence of guaranteed pension benefits as well as classic human capital
are taken into account. Within this framework, a life-cycle investment
strategy is determined that best serves the expected utility maximiz-
ing participant. In case the surcharge equals the actual funding ratio
at retirement, closed-form solutions are provided under a certain set of
assumptions.
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Management Summary

Research motive

Top-up pension plans were introduced in 2015 as a consequence of implementing a pre-
viously non-existent maximum with regard to the pensionable salary. APG is currently
managing top-up plans for the following pension funds: ABP, bpfBouw, PPF APG and
SPW. A prominent and widely utilized top-up plan is the net pension plan. For the ac-
crued capital in the net pension scheme, APG currently applies a uniform life-cycle strategy
for the aforementioned pension funds!.

Recent changes in legislation? have prompted a revision of the existing investment policies
of these plans. In particular, the net pension plan no longer carries the requirement that
accrued capital be converted upon retirement into pension payments at a relatively unfavor-
able annuity rate that includes a surcharge for the pension fund’s required solvency (VEV).
Instead, the surcharge is replaced by the larger of the fund’s actual funding ratio at the time
of retirement, and the fund’s minimum required solvency (MVEV). The change implies a
change in the participant’s risk exposures over the life cycle, and may well necessitate an
alteration in the net pension plan’s investment policy.

Model development

The life-cycle investment strategy applied in the net pension plan should adequately cover
the participant for both financial market risks and risks associated with the net pension
plan design. Risks associated with the plan design are for example the risk factors induced
by the nature of the mandatory conversion regime at retirement. Moreover, the fact that
participation in a top-up plan implies the presence of additional retirement saving compo-
nents, affects the desired life-cycle strategy.

In this thesis, we develop a theoretical framework in which the (new) investment problem
for a net pension top-up plan participant can be analyzed. Within this framework, we
can evaluate which portfolio composition best serves a net pension participant over the
life cycle. This stylized framework needs to capture the main features of the top-up plan.
These main features include the conversion of accrued financial wealth into a life annuity
subject to the asymmetric funding ratio surcharge at retirement. Additionally, the implicit
presence of both accumulated pension rights in the underlying occupational pension fund
and the state pension guarantee are taken into account. Moreover, classic human capital,
which consists of fiscally maximized pension premiums for the top-up plan, is also incor-
porated. In this model, a (power) utility maximizing participant is considered, for which
his financial wealth is invested in an economy that exhibits both interest rate and equity risk.

There are three stages in which the model framework is developed. We start out with
an unrestricted problem setting and build up in model complexity from there. An in-
creasing complexity corresponds with accounting for an increasing number of ‘restrictions’
related to the net pension top-up plan. First of all, a general intertemporal consumption
problem with exogenous pension contributions is considered. This problem represents an
investment-linked drawdown account. Thereafter, we consider a problem specification in
which the individual is subject to the mandatory conversion regime at retirement, abstract-
ing away from the minimum level of the funding ratio surcharge. This second phase answers

! Pensioenreglement 2018. ABP. (2018). p 127-130
2 Besluit van 9 januari 2018 tot wijziging van het besluit witvoering pensioenwet en wet verplichte beroep-
spensioenregeling vanwege wijziging van het inkooptarief voor nettopensioen
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the question of how the analytically optimal pension portfolio is composed in case of this
simplified conversion regime. The third phase incorporates the minimum funding ratio sur-
charge. A straightforward numerical approach is applied in order to determine the optimal
asset allocation subject to this condition.

Main results & policy revisions

Within the proposed framework, we identified a particular desired portfolio composition for
the net pension participant. Closed-form solutions for the optimal asset allocation strate-
gies are provided in case the surcharge equals the actual funding ratio at retirement?. This
optimal investment strategy consists of a well-known mean-variance (speculative) portfolio
and a particular minimum risk (or hedge) portfolio that corresponds to different features
of the top-up plan and their respective risks.

Based on the resulting investment strategies, the corresponding analyses and a well-considered
benchmark parameter set, the following main recommendations have been made regarding
the revised composition of a uniform and deterministic life-cycle investment strategy for
the net pension plan and similar top-up plans:

e A general increase in equity holdings over the lifetime is desirable.

e The duration hedge position with respect to the annuity purchase at retirement should
be built up more gradually over the entire life cycle.

e Accurate calibration of level of risk aversion of the participants pool it of the utmost
importance.

Based on these recommendations and the theoretical insights created by this thesis, the
revised life-cycle strategy was constructed. This revised strategy is going live in January
2019 and can be found in e.g. Pensioenreglement 2019 (p. 125-127), ABP (2019). One can
immediately notice that the first recommendation of increasing the equity exposure over
the life-cycle is directly incorporated. In order to facilitate the second recommendation in
a practical manner, the asset class long-term treasuries is introduced in the revised life-
cycle mix. Furthermore, the asset classes indez-linked bonds and long-term treasuries have
a hump-shaped glide-path pattern over the last 35 years before retirement. This pattern
facilities a more gradual build-up of the duration hedge regarding the annuity purchase
at retirement. Additionally, the asset class treasuries exhibits a sharp inclining glide path
starting at a 10-year horizon, partly to complement the earlier initiated duration hedge for
the upcoming annuity purchase.

As a final remark, this research strongly urges to explore the options for applying a stochas-
tic life-cycle product in top-up plans. In this thesis, we provide a stochastic investment
strategy that is individually-tailored, which could be implemented with a limited amount
of basic information. This basic information consists of the individual’s accrued financial
wealth in both the top-up plan and the occupational pension plan, age and time of entry in
the top-up plan. Additionally, a simple labor income prognosis completes the information
that is required for utilizing a stochastic life-cycle regime. This information provision is
generally of low cost and the resulting individual strategies can easily be incorporated in the
monthly rebalancing of the life-cycle assets that already takes place. By applying a more
tailored strategy, a significant increase in the participant’s utility could be established.

3Note that the derived optimal portfolio compositions are only valid under the particular set of stated
assumptions.






Contents

Introduction

Life-cycle investing and best practices

2.1 Literature on lifetime consumption and portfolio choice . . . . . . . . ..

2.2 Life-cycle strategies in practice for top-up plans . . . . . . . .. ... ..
2.2.1 Thenet pensioncase . . . . . . . . . . ... ...
2.2.2  Current net pension life cycle operated by APG . . . . . . .. ..

Individual defined contribution scheme

3.1 Assumptions . . . ...

3.2 Financial market description . . . . . . . . ... Lo

3.3 Wealth processes . . . . . . . . . . e

3.4 Benchmark parameters and simulation method . . . . . ... ... ...

3.5 Optimal consumption and investment decision . . . . . . . .. ... ...
3.5.1 Maximization problem . . . . . ... ... ... ... ...
3.5.2  Optimal consumption decision . . . . . .. .. .. ... ... ...
3.5.3 Investment strategy in terms of total wealth . . . . . . .. .. ..
3.5.4 Investment strategy in terms of financial wealth . . . . . . . . ..
3.5.5 Taking into account guaranteed state pension . . . . . .. .. ..

Annuity purchase at retirement: a tractable specification

4.1 Model specification . . . . . . .. ...
4.1.1 Assumptions . . . . . . . . ...
4.1.2 Terminal utility maximization . . . . . . . . . ... ... .. ...
4.1.3 Optimal investment strategy . . . . . . . .. .. ... ... ...

4.2 Simplification of the annuity price . . . .. .. ... ... ... ... ..
4.2.1 Benchmark parameter values . . . . . .. ... .. ... .....
4.2.2 Estimation procedure . . . .. ... ... ... .. ... ... ..

4.3 Discussion . . . . . ...

Investment strategy for top-up plans

5.1 General assumptions . . . . . . .. ...

5.2 Modeling the funding ratio. . . . . . . .. ... oo

5.3 Terminal wealth problem . . . . . . .. .. .. .. ... ... ... ...
5.3.1 Benchmark parameter values . . . .. .. ... ... ... ....

5.4 Optimal investment strategy total wealth . . . . . ... ... ... ...
5.4.1 Sensitivity analysis . . . . . . ... 0oL

5.5  Human capital specification . . . . . . .. .. ... ... ... ... ...

12
13
14

16
16
17
21
22
25
25
26
28
30
32

34
35
35
35
36
38
39
39
40



5.5.1 Benchmark parameter values . . . . ... ... ... ... ....

5.5.2 Optimal investment strategy financial wealth in a top-up plan . .

5.5.3 Sensitivity with respect to the entry time . . . . . ... ... ..

5.6 Discussion and concluding remarks . . . . . ... ... o000

6 Investment strategy for top-up plans: a numerical approach

6.1 Methodology . .
6.2 Results. .. ...

7 Conclusion
7.1 Summary . ...
7.2 Recommendations
7.3 Further research

References

Appendix

61
61
63

66
66
67
68

69

73



Chapter 1

Introduction

Nowadays, concerning a Dutch pension system in which people gradually acquire more and more
responsibility to fund their own retirement, it is of the utmost importance for individuals to
be able to make complex financial decisions associated with retirement savings and spending.
This decision process should be guided by adequate and clear advice provided by pension funds,
employers and the government. Such advice should be reflected by and incorporated in the as-
sortment of pension contract options. This shift to a more individualized approach to retirement
saving and spending is also emphasized by the Sociaal-Economische Raad (SER) (2016), who
evaluated the current pension system and performed an exploration on possible adjustments.
In this exploration, individually tailored retirement saving combined with collective risk sharing
came forth as an attractive option. Recent developments in the Netherlands with regard to this
option are discussed by e.g. Bovenberg and Nijman (2017).

The net pension top-up plan is such a combination of individual retirement saving and tradi-
tional, defined benefit (DB) schemes of a collective nature. Amongst others, the net pension plan
is facilitated by the largest pension fund of the Netherlands, namely the Algemeen Burgelijk Pen-
sioenfonds (ABP) (ABP, 2018b). This top-up pension plan was introduced in 2015 as a result of
the pensionable salary for the second pillar being capped at an upper limit. The net pension is
a voluntary retirement savings plan with respect to the part of the gross salary above this up-
per limit. The plan’s objective is to restore the total accumulation of benefits in the underlying
collective pension fund best as possible. One could label this top-up plan to be an individual
defined contribution (IDC) plan, as the participant solely bears the investment risk. However,
at the retirement date, the accrued financial wealth is mandatorily converted to a pension right
in the underlying occupational pension fund. A retirement or dissaving phase in this pension
plan is therefore absent. This mandatory conversion regime is subject to a number of risk fac-
tors. In contrast to voluntary savings in the third pillar, the premiums in the top-up plan are
taxed, whereas the returns on investment and benefits are exempt from wealth tax. Existing
excedentregelingen of e.g. Stichting Bedrijfstakpensioenfonds voor de Bouwnijverheid (bpfBouw)
can also be labeled as top-up pension plans amongst others, similar to the net pension (bpfBouw,
2018). Nonetheless, we focus on the net pension in this thesis.

The current investment strategy for the accumulated wealth in top-up plans managed by the
All Pensions Group (APG), consists of a uniform life-cycle strategy in which the proportion
invested in fixed income securities is gradually increased as one approaches retirement. This
life-cycle design was determined based on popular strategy in the market place. Utilizing a life-
cycle strategy for top-up plans serves as part of the pension fund’s fulfillment on legislation with
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respect to the prudent person principle (Pensioenwet, 2006, Article 135). The prudent person
principle emphasizes the pension fund’s duty to look after the customer best as possible when
it comes to voluntary saving schemes. Recent changes in legislation have prompted a revision
of the existing investment policies of these top-up plans'. Therefore, a study on optimal life-
cycle investment design with regard to the investment policy of these top-up pension plans was
needed to formulate an up-to-date investment strategy that best captures the participant’s needs.

Once in retirement, one is dependent on the state pension, the second pillar pension benefits
and possible voluntary savings such as top-up plans to provide an income stream for the remain-
ing years. An optimal composition of the pension portfolio and allocation of financial means is
therefore important to strive for the ultimate goal of maintaining the standard of living best as
possible within retirement. The seminal work of Merton (1969, 1971) and Samuelson (1969) in
the area of optimal lifetime portfolio selection and consumption choice can be considered as the
start of a wide variety of studies regarding life-cycle investing. They derive closed-form solutions
for the optimal asset allocation over the lifetime under a certain set of assumptions and constant
equity risk exposure. However, an important risk faced by a long-term, finite horizon investor
is interest rate risk, which leads to a stochastic investment opportunity set. This lifetime asset
allocation problem was first researched by Sgrensen (1999). Thereafter, one of the leading works
developed on modeling lifetime portfolio and consumption choice accounting for both interest
rate risk and inflation risk, is created by Brennan and Xia (2002).

In this thesis, we develop a theoretical framework in which the investment problem for a net pen-
sion top-up plan participant can be analyzed. This stylized framework needs to capture the main
features of a general top-up plan, and in particular the net pension. A top-up plan implicates
the presence of an underlying occupational pension scheme. Therefore, it is important to take
a holistic approach towards retirement saving and spending, such that other retirement savings
components are taken into account as well. These other retirement savings components are e.g.
the state pension and accrued benefits in the underlying pension fund. The main features of the
net pension top-up plan itself comprise of the pension premiums and the conversion regime at
retirement. The pension premiums for the net pension are fiscally maximized, dependent on age.
The conversion regime can be considered as purchasing a fixed life annuity subject to a partic-
ular funding ratio surcharge. This surcharge exhibits a certain guaranteed minimum surcharge
level. The conversion regime plays an important role in the asset allocation problem. Within this
framework, the individual maximizes the expected utility of pension wealth subject to exposure
of interest rate risk and equity risk. These included risk factors are conform the recent leading
publications on lifetime portfolio and consumption choice. The classical life-cycle investment de-
sign comes into play by incorporating human capital as a personal asset that is closely related
to fixed income securities. Human capital generally depletes as one’s career progresses.

Then, within this problem setup, the main research question of how to invest in the available
asset menu over the lifetime to best serve the net pension participant, is addressed. There are
three stages in which this research question will be answered. We start out with an unrestricted
problem setting and build up in the amount of restrictions related to the net pension top-up
plan from there. First of all, a general intertemporal consumption problem with exogenous pen-
sion contributions is taken into account, for which the model of Brennan and Xia (2002) serves

! Besluit van 9 januari 2018 tot wijziging van het Besluit uitvoering Pensioenwet en Wet verplichte beroepspen-
sioenregeling vanwege wijziging van het inkooptarief voor nettopensioen (2018, January 9)
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as a stepping stone. This problem represents an individual defined contribution scheme: one’s
pension consists of an investment-linked drawdown account. We could consider this investment-
linked drawdown account to represent a variable life annuity. Thereafter, we consider a problem
specification in which the individual is subject to the mandatory net pension conversion regime
at retirement, abstracting away from the minimum level of the funding ratio surcharge. Part
of the model proposition of Cairns, Blake, and Dowd (2006) is used to appropriately deal with
the fixed annuity purchase at retirement in an analytical setting. This second phase answers the
question of how the analytically optimal pension portfolio is composed in case of this simpli-
fied conversion regime. The third phase incorporates the minimum funding ratio surcharge. A
straightforward numerical approach is applied in order to determine the optimal asset allocation
subject to this condition. Note that the derived optimal portfolio compositions are only valid
under the particular set of stated assumptions.

As for every model framework choice, the following trade-off is made: the main sources of risk,
behavior and saving components concerning long-term investing need to be accounted for, with-
out losing model tractability. The model framework needs to be as realistic as possible and still
yield results that are well-interpretable. The latter is of particular importance, as this model
framework and the resulting desired strategies also serve as a tool to provide policy makers with
both insight and economic intuition regarding life-cycle investing for top-up plan participants.

The main results of this thesis are as follows. In the proposed framework, we identified a spec-
ulative and minimum risk (or hedge) portfolio. The hedge demand is caused by the desire to
(partly) eliminate annuity risk at retirement, as well as adverse changes in both the interest
rate in general and the funding ratio surcharge. The weight of the minimum risk portfolio with
respect to the components held to hedge against adverse changes in the interest rate and annuity
risk, is determined by the level of risk aversion. On the contrary, the weight in the minimum risk
portfolio with respect to the components held to immunize for adverse changes in the funding
ratio, is mainly determined by both the level of risk aversion and the minimum funding ratio
surcharge. Furthermore, in order to hedge against adverse changes in the funding ratio surcharge,
a certain demand for equity (additional to the speculative demand) is identified. In general, the
demand for the available assets, especially equity, increases as pension guarantees are taken into
account. Moreover, the human capital definition and therefore the time of entry in the top-up
plan have a significant impact on the desired life-cycle strategy for financial wealth in the top-up
plan. Based on this portfolio composition and a reasonably chosen benchmark parameter set,
the following main recommendations have been made. A general increase in equity is desirable,
partly to account for the changes in legislation of the net pension top-up plan. Secondly, the
duration hedge position with respect to the annuity purchase should be built up more gradually
over the life cycle.

We contribute to the existing literature on lifetime portfolio selection problems in the following
ways. First of all, we explore the implications of accounting for fixed pension premiums, a variable
life annuity and human capital in an intertemporal consumption problem with equity risk and
interest rate risk. Secondly, we show how to appropriately deal with the top-up plan’s stochastic
conversion regime in a terminal wealth problem, for which the martingale method is applied to
derive the optimal investment strategy. Additionally, we provide a method to incorporate human
capital with respect to the top-up plan, including a guaranteed pension benefit, in this asset
allocation problem. Thirdly, we propose a straightforward methodology to handle a minimum
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level with respect to the surcharge on the annuity purchase at retirement.

The practical relevance of this thesis speaks for itself, since it serves as a theoretical backbone
to support decisions regarding the policy revision of the life-cycle investment strategy for top-up
plans managed by APG. Adapted versions of such plans can potentially become a tool to in-
crease freedom of choice regarding second pillar pension accrual in the future. With this life-cycle
model, we also provide support for pension providers with regard to a possible implementation
of a stochastic life-cycle strategy for top-up plans. This stochastic strategy can be considered as
a highly tailored investment strategy that can differ for each participant. We argue that only a
basic information provision and a small number of assumptions are needed to implement such a
low-cost strategy.

Note that deviating from the preferred strategies would result in a theoretical welfare loss for
top-up plan participants. However, a number of practicalities prevented the theoretically opti-
mal strategies from being implemented directly. These practicalities consist of e.g. the absence
of short positions and the application of a uniform strategy. A certain mapping of these theoret-
ical strategies was undergone to eventually yield a practical and ‘feasible’ life-cycle strategy. In
the subsequent thesis ‘From Theoretical Life-Cycle Strategies to Best Practices in Dutch Top-Up
Plans’ by Temme (2019)2, the aim is to quantify the resulting welfare losses that originate from
common, practical implementation choices with regard to the theoretically optimal (dynamic)
life-cycle strategies for Dutch top-up plans. This research identified the highest overall welfare
losses to be instigated by the strategies that serve as a simplification of an optimal, dynamic
strategy. Consequently, this simulation study indicates amongst others that a dynamic life-cycle
strategy would significantly improve the current welfare of participants in top-up plans.

The remainder of this thesis is organized as follows. In Chapter 2, the theoretical foundation for
life-cycle investing is discussed and an overview of recent extensions to the literature on lifetime
portfolio selection is provided. Some choices regarding the model framework in this thesis are
discussed as well. Moreover, we shed light upon life-cycle strategies in practice and the net pension
case. Secondly, in Chapter 3, the tailored intertemporal consumption problem that represents
an individual defined contribution scheme is studied. The financial market, wealth processes
and preferences of the individual, all of which generally apply to the remaining chapters, are
introduced. Thereafter, Chapter 4 explores a tractable specification for the fixed life annuity price
at retirement. Subsequently, Chapter 5 discusses the terminal wealth problem that incorporates
this specification into the conversion regime of the net pension top-up plan. Then, Chapter
6 incorporates the minimum level of the funding ratio surcharge on the annuity purchase at
retirement, which was previously abstracted away from. Lastly, Chapter 7 concludes this thesis
and discusses both the resulting recommendations and suggestions for further research.

2 Available at https://papers.ssrn.com/abstract=3460242
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Chapter 2

Life-cycle investing and best practices

In this chapter, a brief overview is presented of the rather fragmented academic literature with
the subject of individual portfolio and consumption choice over the lifetime. First of all in Section
2.1, the economic theory that lays the foundation for consumption and investing over the lifetime,
is briefly discussed. Secondly, one of the first fundamental theoretical works in this area by Robert
Merton (1969, 1971) is touched upon and recent additions to the literature in various directions
are reviewed. Since the problem of lifetime investing is broadly researched over the years, this
review probably does not to paint a complete picture. One can however form a general idea of
the recent, relevant extensions made to this research area. The discussed extensions form a basis
for the framework development in this thesis. Lastly, in Section 2.2, we make the transition to
life-cycle investing in practice with respect to the investment strategies for the top-up plans in
Dutch pension schemes, particularly the net pension. The net pension in general, as well as recent
changes in legislation are briefly reviewed. Additionally, the first elements for the development
of a mathematical model for this problem are discussed.

2.1 Literature on lifetime consumption and portfolio choice

Economic theory on lifetime savings and consumption

Concerning the development of the theory of saving and consumption, the following fundamen-
tal hypotheses regarding the determinants of consumption and saving patterns have shaped the
ideas on this topic nowadays. Firstly, Keynes (1936) stated that the absolute level of current
disposable income mainly determines the individual’s present saving and consumption behavior.
An increase in the absolute level of income would lead to a relatively larger part of the income
being saved. This is known as the absolute income hypothesis. Contrary to Keynes, Duesenberry
(1949) followed up on this idea by stating that relative rather than absolute income would be
the main determinant of the individual’s present saving and consumption. One would evaluate
his current income with respect to previous income and the income of peers within the same
socio-economic class, which would influence the attitude towards consumption and saving. This
is also known as the relative income hypothesis, which is often associated with the expression:
‘Keeping up with the Joneses’.

A few years later, Modigliani (1966) brought to life the life-cycle hypothesis of consumption and
savings. This hypothesis states that the savings and consumption pattern over the life cycle is
mainly determined by the expected lifetime income and the age of the individual, of which the
latter determines the position within the life cycle. The goal of the individual is to even out con-
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sumption over his lifetime despite of substantial fluctuations in income, mainly depending on age.
This consumption smoothing and resulting stable lifestyle would maximize the expected utility
of welfare over the lifetime. Saving and investing can be seen as mechanisms to move income
between periods, which enable the individual to accomplish this goal. According to this life-cycle
theory, people build up financial assets throughout the career and deplete these means within re-
tirement (even when other incentives to save are taken away, e.g. an economic environment with
negative interest rates). In general, the largest component of an individual’s aggregate savings will
be for the purpose of financing retirement. This will lead to the well-known hump-shaped pattern
of savings over age, as for example found and addressed by Cocco, Gomes, and Maenhout (2005).

The life-cycle hypothesis is still one the most famous and broadly supported theories regarding
lifetime saving and consumption. The theory lays the foundation for the notion that wealth
plays a crucial role in the consumption and therefore savings decision. Additionally, it describes
that this wealth does not only constitute of tangible financial assets, but also incorporates the
expected lifetime income. This expected lifetime income is often labeled as ‘human capital’,
which in the simplest case equals the present value of future labor earnings. This basic notion
can imply a certain investment strategy over the life cycle, which is nowadays implemented in
the so-called life-cycle pension funds and target-date funds, as generally described by Viceira
(2007). These funds, based on the earlier discussed principles, are popular investment tools
in defined contribution schemes in many countries (Bovenberg & Nijman, 2017). We discuss
the implementation of life-cycle investing in more detail in Section 2.2. First, the theoretical
findings regarding lifetime consumption and portfolio choice are discussed. These findings form
the theoretical foundation for the life-cycle investing principle.

Merton model

As previously mentioned, one of the first theoretical findings in the area of lifetime portfolio and
consumption choice was achieved by Merton (1969, 1971) and Samuelson (1969). They derived
a closed-form expression for the optimal asset allocation and consumption decision over the life-
time under a certain set of assumptions regarding the financial market, labor income, and the
individual himself. This ‘Merton model’ is now briefly discussed.

First of all, the financial market of the Merton model consist of only one source of uncertainty,
equity risk. Therefore, the Merton model embodies an asset menu of a risky stock and a risk-free
asset, namely the bank account. The interest rate and inflation are assumed to be deterministic
and constant over time, as well as the equity risk premium and the volatility of equity. Prices
are therefore treated as given. The dynamics of the stock price are modelled in such a way that
the risky asset price is stationary and independently, identically, log-normally distributed. The
financial market is assumed to be dynamically complete, which implicates that individuals can
participate in continuous trading and rebalancing of their portfolio at all times without having to
take into account short selling constraints. The market is also assumed to be frictionless, which
implies the absence of transaction costs. The described market in this section is often referred to
in the literature as the Black and Scholes financial market.

Secondly, we consider the assumed preferences in the Merton model. An individual is presumed
to be maximizing the expected lifetime utility of consumption, as was previously mentioned as
part of the life-cycle hypothesis. The individual’s preferences are represented by a utility function
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that belongs to the class of constant relative risk aversion (CRRA). This implies that a rational
individual prefers a stable lifestyle, as was also discussed within the life-cycle hypothesis. Section
3.1 elaborates on this class of utility functions and its properties, as this type of utility function
is also used as the primary representation of preferences regarding the model development in this
thesis. Mainly the assumption on the type of utility function enabled Merton (1969) to find a
closed-form solution to the intertemporal investment and consumption problem for CRRA utility
(as well as constant absolute risk aversion (CARA) utility).

Thirdly, the assumptions regarding the individual himself are as follows in the Merton model.
The lifespan of the individual is assumed to be known ex ante and therefore the time of death
is predictable. Consequently, the individual is able to take into account the deterministic in-
vestment horizon of his pension wealth. The labor income component is risk-free and constant
over time, exogenous with respect to the model. Labor supply is also assumed to be fixed and
constant over time.

Under this set of assumptions, both Merton (1969) and Samuelson (1969) derived the theoretical
result that the optimal fraction of wealth allocated to the risky stock is constant over the lifetime
of the individual, independent of age and thus the investment horizon. However, the absolute
level of consumption is both horizon-dependent and dependent on the state variable wealth.
Whereas the rate of consumption as fraction of the current wealth (depletion speed of wealth)
is only horizon-dependent. The optimal fraction is affected by the market price of equity risk,
the volatility of equity and a parameter that indicates the level of risk aversion of the individ-
ual, which is further discussed in Section 3.1. This theoretical result implies that a long-term
investor (youngster) is just as vulnerable to a relative change in wealth as a short-term investor
(senior) regarding relative changes in the rate of consumption. They should therefore hold the
same portfolio fraction in risk-bearing assets.

Regarding the solution technique, Merton and Samuelson applied a dynamic programming tech-
nique for stochastic optimal control problems to find a closed-form expression for their formulated
problem. This technique is discussed in more detail in Chapter 4, though the problem setting
is different. As an alternative to this method, Karatzas, Lehoczky, and Shreve (1987) as well
as Cox and Huang (1989) developed the so-called martingale method, which maps the dynamic
portfolio problem in a static variational problem. Although, this method is only applicable in
a complete markets setting, a great variety of papers apply this method to lifetime portfolio
and consumption choice problems. In this thesis, the martingale method is primarily used. This
method is further discussed for an intertemporal problem setting in Chapter 3, and for a terminal
wealth problem setting in Chapter 5.

Intuitively, this result of a constant fraction of wealth invested in risk-bearing assets, implies
the following in case human wealth is accounted for. Since the life-cycle hypothesis poses that
an individual at the start of his working life possesses relatively more non-tradable human cap-
ital than an individual who is about to retire, the tangible financial wealth should be adjusted
over the lifetime in order to maintain this optimal constant relative exposure of wealth to the
risky asset. When the illiquid human capital is assumed to be deterministic and riskless, it is
basically equivalent to a position in the risk-free asset, and the entire risk exposure should come
from financial wealth, as described by Bovenberg, Koijen, Nijman, and Teulings (2007). Human
capital in this setting is often labeled in the literature as bond-like human capital and therefore
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attributes bond-like qualities to future labor income. Since human capital declines with age and
financial wealth tends to increase over one’s career path because part of the human wealth is
utilized for saving, the optimal fraction of financial wealth invested in the risk-bearing asset tends
to decrease over the lifetime. At the start of the working life, the individual possesses a rela-
tively large alternative income source, namely the expected lifetime income. Therefore, he does
rely less on the performance of financial wealth to finance future consumption. This economic
intuition is formally proven by Bodie, Merton, and Samuelson (1992), who incorporate a labor
supply decision variable in the model, therefore taking into account human wealth. The resulting
investment strategy additionally depends on the market value of human capital and state vari-
able financial wealth. Note that this investment strategy is both time-varying and stochastic, as
it takes into account the performance of the investments. They evaluate human capital as if it
were a certain financial asset that can be replicated, which makes it possible to correctly price
human capital. This enables the individual to borrow against this non-tradable asset to obtain
the desired optimal exposure, especially in the early stages of the life cycle. Bodie et al. (1992,
p. 439) report that under certain sets of benchmark parameters, an individual that finds himself
at the start of the working life desires to take on a short position in the risk-free asset between
2.6 and 6.5 times the annual labor income.

Now that the original theory and intuition that form the foundation of the classical life-cycle
investment pattern of a decreasing portfolio fraction invested in risky assets is discussed, we
address recent relevant extensions of this fundamental basic model. These extensions often imply
a relaxation of the very restricting set of assumptions needed in the Merton model in order for the
previously reviewed theoretical findings to be valid. These relaxations could serve the purpose
of investigating certain effects previously outside of the model scope, or simply reconcile theory
with real world observations and attain a model which embodies a more realistic reflection of
reality. In recent publications, often multiple combinations of restriction relaxations are proposed
and investigated.

Human capital extensions

The assumption of labor income to be completely risk-free and deterministic is very restrictive,
even more so in a constant interest rate setting. Economic intuition suggests that for certain
groups of individuals, like stock brokers and entrepreneurs, human capital might act more like
an equity holding regarding its intrinsic risk factors. Some studies have investigated the correla-
tion of human capital and certain assets, for example Campbell (1996) finds a high correlation
between human capital and market returns. However, e.g. Cocco et al. (2005) conclude an in-
significant correlation between labor income and stock market returns in their setting. Bodie
et al. (1992) also acknowledged the possibility of risky human capital and investigated the im-
pact of assuming stochastic wage income subject to equity risk instead of deterministic wage
income. Nonetheless, they assume perfectly hedgeable wage income, therefore keeping intact the
assumption of a dynamically complete financial market where all contingent claims can be repli-
cated. Over the years, a number of studies have developed frameworks for determining optimal
consumption and portfolio choice over the lifetime incorporating stochastic human capital that
exhibits exposure to a number of risk factors in the economy. These studies generally derive
closed-form solutions in case of fully spanned human capital risk. The resulting impact on the
composition of the life-cycle portfolio varies substantially over the course of these studies, depen-
dent on the investigated model changes. For example, Benzoni, Collin-Dufresne, and Goldstein
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(2007) develop a model in which human capital and equity dividends are cointegrated and find
a resulting hump-shaped life-cycle portfolio fraction in equity.

Regarding the framework adjustments, a clear split within the literature can be observed when
it comes to the assumption of complete versus incomplete markets. In case the stochastic human
capital is defined as exhibiting risk exposure that cannot be replicated by a combination of avail-
able assets (like uninsurable unemployment), human capital risk is considered to be unspanned.
The market consequently becomes incomplete, which implies the absence of a closed-form so-
lution. One has to resort to numerical optimization methods in this case to derive optimal
consumption decisions and investment strategies over the lifespan. Viceira (2001) incorporates
uninsurable labor income risk in a dynamic model of optimal consumption and portfolio choice
and therefore has to rely on approximated solutions to investigate the impact of this assumption
and possibilities to partly hedge this risk. Also Cocco et al. (2005) and Cairns et al. (2006) defined
part of the labor income risk as non-tradable and perform numerical analysis using simulation to
investigate the impact of the portfolio allocation and consumption decision. Munk and Sgrensen
(2010) acknowledge the fact that previous studies which underline labor income to be partly a
risk-free asset, such as Cocco et al. (2005), do not distinguish between short-term risk-free assets
and long-term risk-free assets. This might affect portfolio allocations. They develop a more com-
prehensive model that incorporates stochastic interest rates and in which labor income represents
(a combination of) cash and bonds. Labor income also exhibits risk exposure to equity, changes
in the term structure of interest rates and unhedgeable labor income risk. Contributing to this
specification of labor income, is defining the expected labor income growth as an affine function
of the short rate. They consider the impact on lifetime portfolio choice of both the specification
of unspanned and fully spanned labor income risk and perform a calibration exercise for the
labor income process, which reports no significant effect of the short rate on the expected income
growth rate.

This last finding is explicitly mentioned because it is used for validating certain choices regarding
the model development later on (Section 4.3). In this thesis, we assume labor income growth not
to dependent on the short rate and therefore not to be cash-like. However, we do attend to the
theoretical implications of different exposures to the available risk factors under the assumption
of fully spanned human capital in Chapter 5.

Alternative utility functions

Correctly capturing a person’s preferences has been subject of study for behavioral economists
for a long time. As mentioned earlier, the Merton model assumes preferences that exhibit con-
stant relative risk aversion in an expected utility maximizing setup. However, empirical research
over the years (partly) rejects this assumption. As a counterpart to the expected utility theory,
Kahneman and Tversky (1979) developed the so-called prospect theory. Contrary to expected
utility theory, prospect theory takes into account the phenomenon of loss aversion, which states
that individuals perceive losses and gains differently; an individual is more sensitive to losses
than gains of equal size regarding choice outcomes. This would lead to kinked utility function, of
which the impact on lifetime consumption and investment decisions is investigated by e.g. van
Bilsen (2015). However, since most of the studies on the subject of lifetime portfolio allocation
relevant to the problem description in this thesis apply expected utility theory, the choice is made
to retain the expected utility theory framework.
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Another feature of preferences observed in practice is habit formation, for which Sundaresan
(1989) and Constantinides (1990) provided the model foundation. Habit formation entails the
behavior that individuals steer and evaluate consumption relative to a certain reference level.
Note that this behavioral feature was also addressed in the relative income hypothesis, posed
by Duesenberry (1949). In general, a distinction is made between two kinds of habit formation:
internal habit formation, for which the individual’s past consumption acts as a reference level,
and external habit formation, for which a certain exogenous reference level (e.g. mean consump-
tion of peers) acts as a reference level. The effect of internal habit formation on intertemporal
consumption and investment decisions, which among others causes time-inseperable utility of
consumption, is extensively studied by van Bilsen (2015). Habit formation can be incorporated
in the CRRA utility function, which is applied by e.g. Gomes and Michaelides (2003). In this
thesis, we briefly touch upon this subject of habit formation as part of the model development
in Chapter 4.

Also within the expected utility theory, there is a variety of different function forms of utility
functions that can be implemented to represent preferences. However, the CRRA utility function
possesses certain desirable qualities, both with respect to preferences and mathematical represen-
tation, which are further discussed in Section 3.1. Since this functional form of utility is applied
in the vast majority of studies on lifetime portfolio allocation and consumption choice over the
recent years, we elect to implement this class of utility functions in this thesis.

Stochastic interest rates

An important risk faced by a long-term, finite horizon investor is interest rate risk. For example,
changes in the interest rate over a typical 40-year career path could materialize in a significant
impact on the financial wealth of the individual, as well as the market value of human capital.
The term structure of interest rates also impacts the price of an annuity in case pension wealth
is converted. This interest rate risk is not acknowledged in the simple Merton model, since in-
terest rates are assumed to be constant over time. Together with the assumption of constant
risk premia, this leads to a constant investment opportunity set over the lifetime. Merton (1971)
first recognized that changes in the investment opportunity set over time creates a hedge de-
mand besides the standard myopic demand that represents the optimal portfolio allocation in
a single-period mean-variance framework, as created by Markowitz (1952). When this changing
opportunity set is caused by stochastic variation in interest rates, instruments such as long-term
bonds can provide a hedge against adverse shifts in the future investment opportunity set.

With regard to the modeling of interest rate processes, a general distinction can be made between
equilibrium models and no-arbitrage models (Hull, 2012). Equilibrium models do not provide an
exact fit to the current term structure of interest rates, since this is endogenously determined
by the chosen model parameter values. On the contrary, no-arbitrage models are designed to be
consistent with the current term structure, which is important in case of derivative valuation.
However, since we are interested in scenario analysis over long horizons regarding lifetime port-
folio selection, in which today’s term structure shape exerts only little influence on the lifetime
risks, equilibrium models generally prevail in the literature with respect to this topic.

Several papers have studied the optimal portfolio and consumption choice for long-lived investors
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in case of a stochastic term structure of interest rates and therefore a stochastic investment oppor-
tunity set. The functional form of the term structure of interest rates seems to have a significant
impact on the resulting lifetime portfolio allocation, which is researched by Munk and Sgrensen
(2003). As was mentioned in the previous subsection, Munk and Sgrensen (2010) later developed
a model with stochastic interest rates and investigate the effect of incorporating risk-bearing
labor income on lifetime consumption and portfolio allocation. They specify the stochastic term
structure of interest rates by stating that the instantaneous short rate follows a Vasicek (1977)
one-factor process, as do Omberg (1999) and Sgrensen (1999) when determining optimal dynamic
asset allocation under certain sets of assumptions, among which constant market prices of risk.
Brennan and Xia (2000) deviate from this specification and study the effects of a term struc-
ture governed by a Hull-White (1994) two-factor model. Differences aside, the papers mentioned
above all find a certain demand of the individual, depending on the defined framework, to hedge
possible changes in the term structure of interest rates. The Vasicek model and its implications
are further discussed in Section 3.2.

One of the leading works on modeling lifetime portfolio and consumption choice accounting for
both interest rate risk and inflation risk, is developed by Brennan and Xia (2002). They model
both the inflation and the real interest rate as a mean-reverting process and again, the risk
premia are assumed to be constant. They consider an investor with a finite horizon that can
invest in nominal bonds, cash and stocks and find an optimal portfolio allocation that is both
horizon-dependent and state-dependent in case of the intertemporal consumption problem. When
abstracting away from inflation risk, the real interest rate is also governed by a Vasicek one-factor
model. This paper will be used as a stepping stone in this thesis and therefore we adopt this
model to represent the stochastic short rate, further described in Section 3.2. The advantage
of applying the Vasicek one-factor model is that it captures in a clear and intuitive way the
distinctions in interest rate risk exposure of fixed income securities with different underlying
maturities. Although the single factor may not capture the entire term structure shifts correctly,
in general a large part is explained. The Vasicek one-factor model also possesses the desirable
feature that the level of risk aversion of the individual, in the case of CRRA utility, is positively
correlated with the bond-stock ratio for all possible investment horizons and bond maturities.
On the contrary, this is not always true for its multi-factor counterpart (Brennan & Xia, 2000,
p. 203).

Annuities and longevity risk

The part of the individual’s life cycle in which research on lifetime portfolio allocation and con-
sumption decisions takes interest in, can generally be divided into the following categories: the
accumulation phase, the conversion phase upon retirement, the decumulation phase or a combi-
nation of these different phases. The original Merton model does not account for a stochastic time
of death or a consumption guarantee, established by an annuity purchase, in any way. Research
regarding the conversion phase usually involves investigating the effects of different strategies to
obtain certain annuity products. The annuitization of pension wealth in a lifecycle investment
framework, is a broadly researched topic with respect to pension contract design. For example,
Horneff, Maurer, and Stamos (2008) discuss optimal portfolio choice over the lifespan, facing a
number of risks and incorporating a life annuity into the investment opportunity set to hedge
against possible longevity risk. Horneff, Maurer, Mitchell, and Dus (2008) also perform a simula-
tion study to evaluate and compare different portfolios of investment-linked, phased withdrawal
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schemes and life annuity purchases on different time points near the retirement date. They re-
port a utility gain between 25% and 50% for strategies that partly integrate annuity purchases
over time, compared to full annuitization at retirement. Note that these works both implement
numerical methods. In case of analytical solutions, such as provided by Milevsky and Young
(2007) (discussed below), often a constant interest rate is assumed, therefore not accounting for
a significant risk factor associated with annuity purchases.

The annuitization at retirement may yield a disappointing retirement benefit stream if the eco-
nomic conditions are unfavorable at the time of conversion upon retirement. One of the main
determinants is the governing interest rate at time of retirement: a relatively high interest rate
results in a relatively favorable annuity factor. Therefore, interest rate risk plays a leading role
in this annuitization risk and can be appropriately hedged by purchasing long-term nominal
and inflation-linked bonds to establish the desired interest rate (and inflation) immunization.
Koijen, Nijman, and Werker (2011) analyse this portfolio choice problem to optimally anticipate
the annuity risk before retirement, as well as decision making between different types of annu-
ities at the retirement date. They assume a financial market closely related to the framework of
Brennan and Xia (2002), where the interest rate model consists of a Vasicek two-factor model,
although time-varying risk premia are included. They derive closed-form solutions for optimal
annuity purchase at retirement and anticipating on this annuitization decision before retirement
by investing appropriately in the bond and equity markets. A more stylized, well-rounded model
is proposed by Cairns et al. (2006), who develop a framework in which an investor hedges a min-
imum guarantee subject to interest rate risk that results from a single annuity product purchase
at retirement. The interest rate model in this paper is described as a general one-factor model.
They argue a significant welfare gain for DC plan members when instead of a uniform determin-
istic life-cycle strategy, a stochastic dynamic strategy is adapted based on the economic state
and individual characteristics. This framework also incorporates human capital in the form of
pension premiums of a stochastic labor income process and addresses a form of habit formation
as well. Therefore, the model of Cairns et al. (2006) is used as a basis for the model development
regarding the annuity purchase in this thesis, which is further discussed in Chapter 4.

Annuities also provide a natural hedge against longevity risk for the individual retiree. Also fur-
ther investment risk is decreased in case the retiree decides to keep investing after retirement.
Milevsky and Young (2007) focus on the impact of aging and mortality rates on the life annuity
purchases of individuals for both annuitization at retirement and annuitizing parts of financial
wealth before retirement. Bommier (2010) also analyzes the impact of different stochastic mor-
tality rate models on optimal financial strategies in a life-cycle framework. However, we choose
to abstract away from stochastic mortality rate models. In case we take into account mortality,
deterministic and predetermined mortality rates for the Dutch population are applied, since the
main focus of this thesis is the portfolio allocation strategy.

2.2 Life-cycle strategies in practice for top-up plans

In the previous section, we addressed the scientific foundation from a modern portfolio theory
standpoint for age-based and risk-based investing. Within the defined contribution landscape,
the mutual funds available for pension contract investments that rest on this foundation, can
generally be divided in two main categories: life-cycle funds and life-style funds (Viceira, 2007).
Within a life-cycle fund, age (or horizon) is the main determinant for the asset mix based on hu-
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man capital considerations according to the previously discussed life-cycle hypothesis, whereas in
life-style funds horizon effects are neglected and the presumably constant risk appetite of the in-
dividual is the main determinant of a constant asset mix. Regarding a typical life-cycle fund, the
so-called glide path that represents the change over time of the (crudely defined) stock-bond ratio
of the fund, is decreasing and therefore generally resulting in a low-risk portfolio near retirement,
as discussed by Viceira (2007, p. 4). This glide path can be interpreted as the manner in which
rebalancing of assets takes place in order to materialize a predetermined, horizon-dependent tar-
get mix. Hybrids of these life-cycle and life-style funds have also been put into practice over the
years in a number of countries, for example a life-cycle fund which reduces the stock-bond ratio
over time relatively more for a more risk averse individual. This is often labeled as a ‘conserva-
tive’ life-cycle, which is an option out out of an assortment of available life-cycles differentiated
based on the presumed risk aversion of the individual.

In the Netherlands, the third pillar of voluntary pension savings has shown an increasing variety
of DC life-cycle products over the last couple of years. According to market research on this
topic, conducted by Lane, Clark & Peacock Netherlands (2018), a substantial spread exists on
target asset mixes and therefore risk profiles of available life-cycle funds. This is also the case
with respect to interest rate risk immunization over the lifetime of the products, for which the
reported bandwidth of the investigated funds is 65% on a 10-year horizon. Part of the variety
in these asset allocation strategies can be explained by the fact that these funds may strive
for different goals. Individuals have been recently granted the right to convert their third pillar
accumulated pension wealth in a variable, investment-linked annuity rather than a fixed annuity
( Wet verbeterde premieregeling, 2016, June 23). Also, the possibility exists to convert only part
of the pension wealth into a fixed annuity, or one might want to keep the option of switching
between annuity types within retirement. All these specifications result in different exposures
to certain risks such as interest rate risk. Then, a particular life-cycle can be designed to hedge
against the relevant risks, for which the level of risk coverage is in tune with the risk appetite
of the individual in question (Lane, Clark & Peacock Netherlands, 2018, p. 19). Despite of this
great variety in products, all the available products exhibit a deterministic glide path over the
lifespan. There is no mention of dynamic life-cycles, which adjust to the individual’s situation,
economic situation and previous returns.

2.2.1 The net pension case

Not belonging to the third pillar within the Dutch pension system, but obliged to be invested
in a life-cycle product, is the net pension. As described earlier, the net pension was introduced
in 2015 as result of capping the pensionable salary at €100,000 ! (Besluit van 11 december 201}
tot wijziging van het Besluit uitvoering Penstoenwet en Wet verplichte beroepspensioenregeling
i verband met uitvoering van het nettopensioen en de waarborg voor fiscale hygiéne van het
nettopensioen, 2014, December 11). This net pension scheme is a voluntary retirement benefit
scheme regarding the gross salary above the upper limit, with the objective to restore the total
accumulation of benefits within the underlying second pillar occupational pension fund best as
possible. Similar to DC schemes in the third pillar, the premium contributions to this top-up plan
are fiscally limited, dependent on age. However, the fiscal maximum contributions, expressed as
a percentage of the pension base, are generally lower for all age categories. The current maximum
allowed contributions for the net pension, based on a 3% actuarial rate, can be found in Appendix

'In 2018, the upper limit of the pensionable salary is equal to €105,075.
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B. In general, participants first pays labor income tax and the remaining net salary above the
upper limit acts as a pension base for the net pension. According to the previously mentioned
legislation, the net pension needs to be treated like a pure defined contribution scheme, in which
the participant carries both the longevity and the investment risk within the accumulation phase
(De Nederlandsche Bank, 2017a). However, note that there exist fiscal differences regarding the
contributions and benefits.

Since the net pension is lawfully a defined contribution scheme in the accumulation phase, the
financial service providers are obliged to take into account the prudent person principle regarding
the investment policy for this plan (Pensioenwet, 2006, Article 135). The prudent person princi-
ple states that the financial well-being of the individuals over the lifetime needs to be the pension
provider’s main priority, which with regard to defined contribution schemes implies an age-based
investment strategy according to the life-cycle principle. This life-cycle investment strategy may
be adjusted if the pension provider can prove that the strategy deviation provides an effective
cover to certain risks, such as equity risk and interest rate risk (De Nederlandsche Bank, 2016).

Now that the investment strategy obligations in the accumulation phase of the net pension are
discussed, the conversion phase of the net pension is considered. Upon retirement, the accrued
net pension wealth is converted into a certain pension right in the underlying occupational pen-
sion scheme. This buying into the underlying pension scheme can be interpreted as purchasing
a fixed life annuity. A net pension participant neither has freedom of choice on which pension
fund to buy into, nor is the option present to convert the accrued pension wealth into a vari-
able annuity. The participant is obliged to buy into the specific underlying occupational pension
fund (De Nederlandsche Bank, 2017c). Up until 2017, the participant was required to convert
the accrued capital into pension payments at a relatively unfavorable annuity rate that includes
a surcharge for the underlying pension fund’s required solvency. A recent change in legislation
replaced this surcharge by the larger of the fund’s actual funding ratio at the time of retirement,
and the fund’s minimum required solvency (Besluit van 9 januari 2018 tot wijziging van het
Besluit uitvoering Pensioenwet en Wet verplichte beroepspensioenregeling vanwege wijziging van
het inkooptarief voor nettopensioen, 2018, January 9). The minimum of this asymmetric funding
ratio surcharge for e.g. ABP equalled 104.2% in 2017 (ABP, 2018a, p. 39). This change implies
a change in the participant’s risk exposures over the life cycle.

The focus of the net pension life-cycle investment strategy in the accumulation phase should
therefore be a ‘most favorable’ conversion of accrued wealth into a particular fixed life annuity
at retirement, subject to the described funding ratio surcharge. The life-cycle strategy needs
to adequately protect the participant against risks associated with the plan’s setup in order to
satisfy the prudent person principle requirement. These risks include, amongst others, interest
rate risk and equity risk. Also taking into account the nature of the net pension: a top-up plan,
affects the desired investment strategy for the participants.

2.2.2 Current net pension life cycle operated by APG

The following pension funds for which APG is the financial service provider, offer a net pension
scheme: ABP, bpfBouw, Personeels pensioen fonds APG (PPF APG) and Stichting Pensioen-
fonds voor de Woningcorporaties (SPW). The currently implemented life-cycle for the net pension
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of the pension funds under management by APG, is displayed in Figure A.la of Appendix A.
The portfolio is composed of a total of seven asset classes: developed markets equity, emerging
markets equity, tactical real estate, commodities, fixed income credits, treasuries and index-
linked bonds. These asset pools facilitate market consistent valuation of monthly deposits and
withdrawals regarding the net pension contracts. The investment strategy is deterministic and
horizon-dependent, which implies the portfolio fractions of the individual’s net pension financial
wealth are dependent on age. Besides changes in the investment horizon, variation in returns over
the asset pools also cause deviations from today’s intended allocation and the actual portfolio
composition. In order to realize the intended portfolio composition for each individual, monthly
rebalancing of the net pension capital takes place. Note that the glide path is uniform for all net

pension participants.

In order to facilitate a more straightforward view of the financial market, the original seven asset
classes are bundled together into two main categories based on their characteristics, which can be
labeled as the fixed income securities category and the equities category. The following division
is made: asset classes fixed income credits, treasuries and index-linked bonds are bundled into
the general class of fixed income securities, whereas the remaining four classes are labeled as
equity. This simplified life-cycle is displayed in Figure A.1b of Appendix A, which shows that
the portfolio fraction of equity initially equals 80% at 50 years from retirement. Starting from
a 35-year horizon up until retirement, this fraction is then periodically reduced to 30%. Note
that an accelerating glide path descent is chosen, whereas this could also have been e.g. linear,
to enable profiting for a longer period from the relatively higher yield on equities compared
to fixed income securities. This form and composition of the life-cycle was originally based on
comparative analysis of similar products on the market.



Chapter 3

Individual defined contribution scheme

In this chapter, a general intertemporal consumption problem with exogenous pension premiums
and human capital is discussed, based on the model proposed by Brennan and Xia (2002). Firstly,
both the general assumptions and the financial market on which the model rests, are discussed.
Then, the different wealth processes of the individual are stated and a set of benchmark parameter
values is provided in Section 3.4. Lastly, in Section 3.5, we derive the optimal consumption and
investment strategies with respect to both total and financial wealth.

3.1 Assumptions

In this section, the initial assumptions with regard to both the individual and the financial mar-
ket are discussed. First of all, the assumptions regarding the considered timeline are discussed.
We consider an individual that starts his working life at time ¢ = 0 and retires at time t = Tg.
The date of death, t = Tp, is fixed and known ex ante. A fixed date of death implies the individ-
ual does not face micro longevity risk, which could be considered as either the individual being
fully insured or the micro longevity risk being completely pooled away. In this context, we also
abstract away from macro longevity risk; the risk of increasing expected lifetimes. This is in line
with the problem setup discussed by Brennan and Xia (2002).

Secondly, we consider the components of the individual’s human capital. In this chapter, the
assumption is made that human capital only consists of a labor income component. The individ-
ual’s labor income, denoted by Y;, is considered risk-free and equal to zero once in retirement.
Therefore, we do not consider risks associated with labor income, such as unemployment risk
and disability risk. In other words, labor demand is abundant and the individual stays in good
health. There are no discontinuities in salary payments. Since the salary payments are guaran-
teed throughout the career path, the labor income is bond-like.

Regarding the preferences of the individual, the following assumptions are made. The individual
maximizes the expected lifetime utility by choosing optimal consumption over the lifetime and
the optimal investment strategy of wealth that finances this optimal consumption choice. The
individual has no bequest motive and therefore depletes his wealth completely upon time of death.
We assume that the individual’s preferences exhibit (positive) constant relative risk aversion
(CRRA). This is incorporated by the following time-separable isoelastic utility function:

u(er) = (3.1.1)

o7 iy € (0,00)\{1}
log ¢t if y=1 7
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where v denotes the coefficient of relative risk aversion. This relative risk aversion parameter can
be interpreted as an appreciation measure of a stable consumption stream over both economic
states and time. For example, a risk loving individual values a stable consumption stream over
time and economic states less than a highly risk averse individual. The inverse of v can be seen as
the elasticity of intertemporal substitution, since lifetime consumption problem is in essence an
intertemporal choice problem. The coefficient of relative risk aversion corresponding to a certain
utility function, is also known as the Arrow-Pratt measure of relative risk aversion

u’ (e
R(Ct) = CtA(Ct) = —Ct u/((ctt)), (312)
where A(c;) is the Arrow-Pratt measure of absolute risk aversion (1964), u'(c) = dqé(cc) and
d2u(c)

u"(c) = =gz~ If we determine R(c;) for the isoelastic utility function stated in (3.1.1), we see
that indeed R(c:) = 7. Note that the utility function (3.1.1) has some desirable properties. First
of all, positive marginal utility, which implies the trivial intuition that a higher consumption level
yields a strictly higher utility. Secondly, diminishing marginal utility, which implies the function
u(cy) is concave in ¢; and hence embodies the principle that the individual prefers a fixed amount
over a fair lottery. This is a desirable property because a less risky equivalent payoff will yield a
higher utility, which implies the risk adversity of the individual.

The individual is also presumed to exhibit impatience regarding consumption. Time preference
is generally displayed as a discount function with respect to utility of future consumption. Con-
sequently, a consumption unit today yields a higher utility compared to the utility of the same
consumption unit in the future. The rate of time preference is represented by § and assumed to
be positive. Now that the general assumptions on the individual’s life and preferences have been
discussed, we consider the risks to which the individual is exposed in the financial market.

3.2 Financial market description

In this section the financial market in which the individual operates, is described. Both the in-
vestment opportunity set; the asset menu over which pension wealth is allocated, and the risk
factors driving the financial market are addressed. The considered market is assumed to be com-
plete and arbitrage opportunities are absent.

We consider a financial market where both equity risk and interest rate risk are present. The
uncertainty in the financial market that originates from those risks, is described by a two-
dimensional Brownian motion Z T = (Z%, Z"), defined on a complete probability space (£2,F,P).
The standard filtration of Z is denoted by § = {F : t > 0}, with respect to which all processes
appearing in this thesis are assumed to be progressively measurable (§;- adapted). The formal
definition of the employed Brownian motion, which serves as the basic building block of other
processes, is compliant with the standard convention. Inflation is considered deterministic and
equal to zero, such that the nominal interest rate and the real interest rate coincide. The invest-
ment opportunity set therefore consists of three assets: an instantaneous risk-free bank account
(Bt), a nominal zero-coupon bond (P}') with time to maturity ¢ + h (constant bond horizon h)
and a stock price index (S).
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As was mentioned before, we model the interest rate risk as in the Vasicek (1977) one-factor model
and therefore describing the instantaneous interest rate as a mean reverting Ornstein-Uhlenbeck

process:
dry = k(T — 1) dt + 0, dZ], (3.2.1)

where k is the speed of mean reversion, 7 the long-term (equilibrium) mean interest rate level and
o, represents the volatility of the instantaneous interest rate. The term dZ} represents a standard
Brownian motion that drives the interest rate process, which implies dZ] ~ N(0, dt). Note that
because of the normally distributed Brownian motion, future instantaneous interest rates are also
normally distributed. The associated conditional expectation of a future instantaneous interest
rate can be expressed as

t+s
Et[ress] =E¢ |me + (7 — 1) (1 —e™"° +0r/ et az;
tlrers] = B 1 4+ (7 — 7o) ) ) (3.2.2)

=e "+ 1—-e")r, s>0.

We can observe from (3.2.2) that both the current interest rate level r; and the long-run level
7 affect the future interest rate, where the influence of level r; as well as the shock at time ¢
decline over time. Using a similar methodology, the conditional variance of a future instantaneous
interest rate can be expressed as

1 —2k(t+s k(t+s s
Vt [Tt+8] = %0’36 2k (t+s) (62 (t+s) _ 62 t)
07% —%ks (3.2.3)
= - (=), 520

The derivation of (3.2.2) and (3.2.3) can be found in part C of the Appendix and rests on the
well-known It6’s lemma as well as the properties of a stochastic integral, among which the It6
isometry property (Itd, 1944). Note that for s — oo, the conditional mean is equal to the long-
run mean 7 and the conditional variance approaches % A similar observation could be made
with regard to the speed of mean reversion: for the same horizon s, the conditional expectation

becomes closer to the long-run level as « increases. Also the conditional variance is decreasing in .

The stock price index process is modelled as a geometric Brownian motion:

ds, s
— = dt +og5dZ
s M SE (3.2.4)

= (Tt —|—)\50'S) dt—l—anZf,

where the drift u; is the expected return of the stock price index and the diffusion coefficient og
is the volatility of the stock price index. For the second equality in (3.2.4) the definition of the
Sharpe ratio (Sharpe, 1966):

A =H—T (3.2.5)

os

is used. The Sharpe ratio, \g, represents the market price of equity risk as it denotes the in-
stantaneous excess rate of return per unit of risk. Note that the expression for Ag is related to
the general arbitrage pricing theory, developed by Ross (1976), as well as risk neutral valuation,
since it represents the change of drift in the underlying Brownian motion when changing from
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real-world measure P to risk-neutral measure Q. It can be seen from (3.2.4) that we assume the
volatility to be constant over time and there are no dividends on equity. Zgg denotes a standard
Brownian motion that drives the stock price process. We assume dZ] and dZtS to be indepen-
dent, which results in uncorrelated stock price and instantaneous interest rate processes in the
above specifications. In practice, this assumption of uncorrelated processes can be easily relaxed
by substituting dZ; in (3.2.4) with

AZF = prs dZy +/1 - p2sdZf. (3.2.6)

where prs € [—1,1] now represents the correlation coefficient of the two processes. In this case
(dZ7,dZ?) is a bivariate Brownian motion with unit variances and correlation coefficient p,.g.
By using It6’s formula and the dynamics of S; in (3.2.4) ,we are able to derive the closed-form
expression for Siys at time ¢, which is stated in (3.2.7).

t+s t+s
Stis = Spexp {/ v, du + as/ de} , 8>0, (3.2.7)
t t

where v, = py — %O’%. The derivation of (3.2.7) can be found in Appendix D.
Next, we consider the pricing kernel of the economy, also often known as the stochastic discount

factor. The pricing kernel for an arbitrary horizon s > 0, can be explicitly expressed in the
following way, in accordance with Brennan and Xia (2002):

Mis _ { /t+8 (7" 41 HAHQ) du /HS N dZ } ith
= e&X — u - - u I w
M P ¢ 2 t

As dz?
A= dZ; =
(»)’ t (dZZ)’

where ||-|| represents the Euclidean vector norm. The market price of interest rate risk and the

(3.2.8)

market price of equity risk are given by respectively A, and Ag. One can interpret (3.2.8) as the

financial deflator at time ¢ for a cash flow at maturity date ¢t 4+ s. This expression follows from

Girsanov’s Theorem, as can be seen in the derivation of (3.2.8) in Appendix E, where we take

a similar approach as Hainaut and Deelstra (2011). The pricing kernel is uniquely defined, since

we assumed a complete market setting, where every contingent claim can be replicated. By using

It0’s lemma, the dynamics of My, that satisfy the closed-form expression (3.2.8), can be derived:
th

Wt = —T¢ dt — A/ dZt, M() = 1. (329)

We refer to the Appendix F for the explicit derivation of (3.2.9).
Now that the stochastic discount factor is defined, the bond price at time ¢ can be expressed as
the conditional expectation of this discount factor multiplied by the payout. Since the nominal

bond in our asset menu is a zero-coupon bond with constant (remaining) maturity h, the payout
solely equals one at the maturity date. Consequently, the bond price can be expressed as

(3.2.10)
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where the pricing kernel M; is given in (3.2.8). Note that the time t-governing term structure
of interest rates is used to price the bond with maturity h at time ¢. In Appendix G, a general
functional form of this conditional expectation is derived, which results in the following expression
for the nominal bond price:

Pl = emah)=Dhre - ith (3.2.11)
OrAr o?

a(h) = (r - ) (h— () - % <;h — D)+ ip(%)) , (3.2.12)

D(h) = % (1 - e_”h) . (3.2.13)

It can be observed from (3.2.11) that the current instantaneous interest rate directly affects the
bond price Pth and letting h vary, enables us to define the complete yield curve at time t. We
interpret D(h) as the interest rate duration or sensitivity of the bond, since

1 Pk
——— = —D(h).
Pth’ 87'75 (h)

This duration definition does deviate from the classical definition of duration, since this would be
equal to the maturity h for a zero-coupon bond (Luenberger, 2013, p. 57). Note that zero-coupon
bonds with different maturities are all perfectly correlated to an interest rate shock. The interest
rate duration D(h) is declining in the speed of mean reversion x and increases with bond horizon
h, conform expectation. Using again [t6’s formula, we can derive the following dynamics for the
rolling bond price (for the complete derivation, see Appendix H):

h

‘f,j — (1 — o D(W)A) dt — 0, D(h) A2, (3.2.14)
t

where the bond price volatility equals —o,. D(h) < 0. Consequently, the bond price decreases in
case of an upward interest rate shock and vice versa, as expected. The bond risk premium equals
—Aro,.D(h), based on the Sharpe ratio. Because one is exposed to interest rate risk when hold-
ing fixed income securities, the bond risk premium should be positive, which results in negative
estimates for A, when the model is calibrated properly, as can be seen e.g. in the calibration
of a more comprehensive model by Koijen et al. (2011) and the capital market model for the
Netherlands estimated by Draper (2012). Furthermore, note that the bond risk premium in-
creases with fixed maturity A, which implies relatively higher bond risk premia for long-term
bonds compared to short-term bonds. A final remark on (3.2.14) is that these dynamics concern
a rolling zero-coupon bond of constant maturity h, which represents the available zero-coupon
bond continuously rebalanced over time to keep constant maturity h.

Lastly, the growth of the locally risk-free asset, namely the risk-free bank account (B;), can be
described as follows:

t
B; = By exp {/ o du} ) (3.2.15)
0

since the bank account is continuously compounded and earns the instantaneous risk-free interest
rate. Using the Leibniz integral rule, it can be easily shown that the explicit form of By in (3.2.15)
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satisfies the following ordinary differential equation:

dB
Et = rydt. (3.2.16)

h
Note that the dynamics stated in (3.2.16) also follow from limy, dpi,i and r; can therefore also
be interpreted as the short rate at time . '

3.3 Wealth processes

Now that the financial market, its risk factors and the available assets have been discussed, we
are able to address the individual’s wealth process. Firstly, the total wealth of the individual and
its dynamics is discussed. Secondly, the components that are encapsulated by the total wealth
are clarified. Since there exist three assets in our specified financial market, the value of wealth
at time ¢ can be expressed as:

Wy =n;'Si +nf P + 0 B, (3.3.1)

where 0, = (97, nf’,nP) denote the number of the different assets held at time ¢. Consequently,
using among others (3.2.4), (3.2.14) and (3.2.16), the dynamics of wealth can be stated as follows
(see Appendix I for the full derivation):

AW, = (ry + W, EX) Wy dt + Wiw, 2 dZ; — ¢ dt, (3.3.2)

os 0 w?
2 — =
( 0 —JTD(h)) W <wg’> ’

where w? (w!) denotes the fraction of wealth invested in the stock price index (nominal zero-

with

coupon bond) at time ¢. Therefore, the fraction of wealth allocated to the risk-free bank account
at time ¢ (wp) is equal to 1 — w, ¢. The rate of consumption at time ¢ is denoted as ¢; in (3.3.2)
and we can see that consumption indeed depletes the individual’s wealth. The dynamics of wealth
(3.3.2) can be interpreted as the dynamic budget constraint regarding individual lifetime invest-
ment and consumption problems.

As was discussed before, the life-cycle principle is based on the fact that one possesses a certain
amount of human capital besides financial wealth. Therefore, wealth W; defined above can be
interpreted as total wealth and constitutes of both human capital (H;) and financial wealth (F}),
similar to e.g. Bodie et al. (1992), Cairns et al. (2006), and Munk and Sgrensen (2010):

W, = H, + F,. (3.3.3)

At the start of the working life, financial wealth is assumed to be zero, Fy = 0, which results in
Wy = Hp. Note that for now, we operate under the assumption that the individual’s human cap-
ital solely consists of a labor income component (see Section 3.1). Then, human capital is equal
to the sum of discounted future salaries. As the career of the individual progresses, his human
capital is converted into financial wealth and is fully depleted at time of retirement, Hrp, = 0,
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which results in {W; = F; : t > Tgr}. The individual was assumed to lack bequest motive and
therefore we have Wz, = 0. These human, financial and total wealth processes are graphically
displayed in Figure 3.1a, for a set of benchmark parameter values chosen in Section 3.4 and the
optimal consumption and investment strategy implemented.

However, in case of exogenous mandatory pension contributions in the accumulation phase, hu-
man capital can be seen as the present value of the future pension contributions rather than
labor income (Gollier, 2005, 2008). Complementary, the part of the labor income which is not
applied for pension accumulation, is interpreted as exogenous consumption. Note that the in-
dividual is not able to adjust the pension premiums (and therefore consumption) based on the
actual investment returns and economic state of the market. We assumed labor income to be
bond-like and therefore can be seen as a certain zero-coupon bond portfolio composed of bonds
with different maturities. Consequently, human capital at time ¢ is expressed as

Tp—t M h Tp—t

H, = / E [ iy O h)] dh = / PI'K(t + h)dh, (3.3.4)
0 M, 0

where M, is the stochastic discount factor as stated in (3.2.8) and K (u) equals the deterministic

fixed pension contribution at time u, which can be expressed as

K(u) {puYu for u € [0,TR) ‘ (3.3.5)

0 for u € [TR, TD]

Y; is the labor income of the individual at time ¢ and p; the fixed premium as a percentage of
labor income at time ¢. We discuss the choice of benchmark parameter values for these quantities
in the next section.

3.4 Benchmark parameters and simulation method

In order to be able to simulate the previously defined continuous-time stochastic processes, we
need to employ a method to discretize these processes. There are several different ways to establish
a discretization of a continuous-time proces, of which we mainly apply the Euler approximation
scheme. Although the Euler method is a rather crude approximation scheme, it seems sufficiently
accurate for our model setup. So, suppose we have the following general stochastic differential
equation for quantity X;, with drift u(¢, X;) and diffusion coefficient o (¢, X;):

dX; = M(t;Xt) dt + O'(t,Xt) dZ;. (341)

Then, for a small time step At = %, with T" the terminal time and N the number of time steps

to be taken, we can express (3.4.1) as follows:
Xj+1 :Xj—|-/L(tj,Xj)At—i—O'(t]’,Xj)vAtUj for j=0,1,....,.N — 1, (342)

with known Xy, t; = jAt and U; ~ N(0,1). However, for a geometric Brownian motion, the
Euler scheme produces an avoidable approximation error of X;. This error can be asymptotically
nullified by first simulating the log transformation of X; and then transforming the log realizations
back in order to obtain realizations of X;. Note that also the wealth process (3.3.2) can be written
as a Brownian motion, therefore W; is simulated via a log transformation. The instantaneous
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short rate process (3.2.1) however is not specified as a Brownian motion. In order to obtain a
numerical simulation of r; that is valid for any At, the following exact formula, proposed by
Gillespie (1996), is applied:

At At (1 — em2nA1)
Ti+1 =e " 7“j-i-(1—€_’i )T+ oy 27(]]' forj=0,1,.... N — 1, (3.4.3)
K
with known 7g. Note that this method is based on the closed-form expression of r; derived in
Appendix C. Regular, non-stochastic integrals are approximated as a corresponding left Riemann-

Stieltjes sum for the same value of IV, therefore evaluated at {t; : j =0,1,..., N — 1}.

Now that the simulation method is described, the benchmark parameter values for the individ-
ual’s life-cycle model are discussed. The figures and results displayed in this chapter will be based
on these parameter values. We assume the individual starts working at age 25 (t = 0), up until
time of retirement at age 68 (Tr = 43). The deterministic date of death is chosen at age 87,
which implies Tp = 62. During his woking life, he receives labor income, which is assumed to
be constant and normalized to one for convenience’s sake. Hence, Y; = 1 for 0 < t < Tg. The
premiums p; are assumed to be equal to the fiscal maximum contribution for regular defined
contribution plans in the Netherlands, according to Loonheffingen, inkomstenbelasting. Pensioe-
nen; beschikbare-premieregelingen en premie en kapitaalovereenkomsten en nettopensioenregelin-
gen (2017, November 23), as discussed in Section 2.2.1. These age-dependent percentages of the
pension base are displayed in the right column of Table B.1 in Appendix B. These percentages are
based on an average yearly pension accrual rate of 1.875%, without taking into account spouse
pension or disability insurance.

Regarding the parameters that represent behavioral trades and preferences of the individual, a
constant relative risk aversion v = 5 is chosen as a default parameter, since this value generally
represents a moderate risk averse individual. Consequently, a number of related papers apply
this value for the risk aversion parameter as a benchmark, amongst which Brennan and Xia
(2002), Koijen et al. (2011) and Milevsky and Young (2007). The subjective rate of time prefer-
ence is taken as § = —log 0.97, in accordance with e.g. Horneff, Maurer, Mitchell, and Dus (2008).

When electing default parameter values for the financial market described in Section 3.2, the
following line of thought is pursued. In case a uniform life-cycle design is applied for a defined
contribution pension product in which the individual participant cannot exert any influence on
this predetermined investment strategy, the risk appetite of the participating group needs to be
coherent with the risk appetite implied by the implemented investment strategy (De Nederland-
sche Bank, 2017b). This risk appetite can be interpreted as the level of risk aversion (v) in our
framework and forms a link between desired pension result and the investment strategy used
to accomplish this goal. The manner in which the risk appetite is reported in practice, entails
a maximum acceptable deviation between the pension result in the expected scenario and the
pension result in a ‘bad weather’ economic scenario. To check whether the currently applied
investment strategy is still coherent with the established participants’ risk appetite, the invest-
ment strategy is evaluated based on a quarterly updated uniform scenario set, for which certain
parameter regulations are in effect (Besluit financieel toetsingskader pensioenfondsen, 2018, July
1, Article 23a). The applied scenario set is based on the financial market framework as proposed
by Koijen, Nijman, and Werker (2010) and further discussed an calibrated by Draper (2012). The
financial market model developed by Koijen et al. (2010) contains both equities, inflation-linked
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and nominal bonds, for which the nominal instantaneous short rate is governed by a Vasicek two-
factor model. Additionally, time-varying risk premia are included in the model. The last available
scenario set is with respect to the fourth quarter of 2018 and consists of 2,000 scenario paths for
the state variables over a 60-year horizon, subject to yearly intervals (De Nederlandsche Bank,
2018). We refer to the scenario set for a data description. Because this scenario set reflects the
latest view on the financial market of policy makers and panels of academics and professionals
when addressing pension related products, we elect to use this set to obtain default parameter
values rather than perform a calibration ourselves. However, since the model used to generate
the scenario set differs from our financial market model, we still need to perform an estimation.
Note that the estimation is performed in a simplistic, naive manner.

For the equity price process S, the excess return is determined and using the observed volatility,
the Sharpe ratio Ag can be determined averaged over the scenarios, which fluctuates over the
60-year horizon due to time-varying risk premia. Since we assumed constant risk premia, the
average over the 60 years is taken as a benchmark value. The volatility of the stock price is
approximated by calculating the standard deviation per scenario and taking the average over the
scenarios.

For the instantaneous short rate process r;, benchmark parameter values are obtained in the
following way. The Ornstein-Uhlenbeck dynamics can be approximated by an AR(1)-process
resulting from applying the exact scheme (3.4.3), taking At = 1 to match the data frequency.
We perform a simple ordinary least squares regression to fit an AR(1)-model to the data of R?
in each scenario. RY represents the instantaneous nominal interest rate as described in the model
by Koijen et al. (2010). The AR(1)-model is described as

1— —2K
R?:a+ﬁR§L1+aM/27e e, forl<t<6l, (3.4.4)
K

where ¢; is a standard normally distributed error term. After transforming the coefficients to
obtain estimates for x and 7 in each scenario, the average of these estimates over the scenarios
is taken as benchmark parameter values. Straightforward calculation yields 7 = /(1 — 3) and
k = —log B in each scenario path. Also within in each scenario, the standard deviation of the

residuals is determined and scaled by the factor /2k/(1 — e=2%). Then, the average over the
scenarios provides an estimate for the interest rate volatility o,.

A zero-coupon bond maturity of A = 10 years is chosen as available asset in our financial market.
This is an arbitrary choice, which does not influence the resulting optimal asset allocation in
bonds or optimal consumption decision, as follows from Section 3.5. Only the duration of the
bond D(h) is of importance. In case a higher maturity is chosen, the optimal asset allocation
will decrease, since a lower bond position already satisfies the required portfolio duration. In a
similar fashion as the Sharpe ratio for stocks, the Sharpe ratio for this bond is determined as
average over time over all scenario’s. The resulting benchmark parameter values are displayed in
Table 3.1.

The explicit starting values for the state variable processes are as follows. We assume the interest
rate to start from an equilibrium state, therefore taking ro = 7. The equity price index is assumed
to start at one, therefore Sy = 1.
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parameter symbol value
long-run mean interest rate T 0.025
speed of mean reversion K 0.160
interest rate volatility oy 0.013
market price of interest rate risk Ar -0.164
market price of equity risk As 0.250
stock price volatility g 0.168
zero-coupon bond maturity (years) h 10

Table 3.1: Benchmark parameter values financial market

The benchmark parameters in Table 3.1 result in an excess return on the available bond of
ArorD(h) = 0.011 and an excess return on equity of Agog = 0.042. The relatively low speed
of mean reversion implies a half-life of approximately 4.3 years with respect to the interest rate
process. Note that in general, it is considered quite difficult to obtain an accurate estimate for
the speed of mean reversion.

3.5 Optimal consumption and investment decision

In this section, the optimal consumption and investment decision is derived for the assumptions
and financial market stated in the previous sections in this chapter. In order to accomplish this,
the martingale method is employed to find a solution to this intertemporal consumption problem,
in accordance with Brennan and Xia (2002). This martingale method is originally developed by
Cox and Huang (1989) as an alternative to the dynamic programming method traditionally
used for stochastic optimal control problems. The martingale method is often perceived as more
flexible to work with, although it can only be applied within a complete markets setting. This
section is set up in the following way. Firstly, we state the actual maximization problem. Secondly,
we derive the optimal consumption decision for every economic state and every time ¢. Then,
we focus on the portfolio choices that need to be made in every state at every time to finance
the earlier derived optimal consumption strategy. The investment strategy is a result from the
principles of individual budget balance and stochastic replication strategies. Lastly, the human
capital component is taken into account, which results in the optimal investment strategy of
actual financial wealth of the individual. Additionally, we analyze the impact of including a
guaranteed pension component in human capital besides the labor income component.

3.5.1 Maximization problem

Recall that in Section 3.1 the individual was assumed to be maximizing the expected power utility
of consumption over the lifetime. As was also discussed, the consumption in the accumulation
phase is exogenously determined, since it is the complement of the mandatory fixed pension
contributions before retirement. Therefore, in the determination of the initial total wealth W
(discounted future fixed premiums) , the exogenous fixed consumption is implicitly included and
can be seen as equal to zero within the wealth process development until retirement: {¢; = 0 :
t < Tr}. Therefore, the dynamic budget constraint (3.3.2) for t < Tr becomes

AWy = (r¢ + wiEX) We dt + Wew, X dZ;. (3.5.1)
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However, note that the actual consumption in the accumulation phase is not equal to zero. The
martingale method relies on the replacement of the dynamic budget constraint by an equiva-
lent static budget constraint, which can be interpreted as only maximizing over consumption
strategies that are budget-feasible: the current market value of the consumption strategy must
be less than or equal to the available wealth. Therefore, the domain of consumption strategies
is restricted to only admissible strategies by implementing the static budget constraint and the
maximization problem reduces to only the consumption decision variable. We elaborate more on
the martingale method in a terminal wealth problem setting in Chapter 5. The optimal static
maximization problem can now be written as:

Tp clf"/
max  [E / e %= _ds| subject to (3.5.2)
{cs: TR<s<Tp} Tr =~
Tp
Vo = Eo [ M,c, ds} < W, (3.5.3)
Tr
where
Tp Tr
Wy =Eg [ MK (s) ds] = / PypsYsds. (3.5.4)
0 0

The value of W) is stated as described in Section 3.3. In line with the previous sections, p; denotes
the fixed premium percentage, Y; is the labor income rate and M; represents the pricing kernel
at time ¢, as stated in (3.2.8). In equation (3.5.3), Vi stands for the value of the liabilities at time
0. The parameter § represents the subjective rate of time preference of consumption, which is an
addition to the model posed by Brennan and Xia (2002). Next, we focus on solving this stated
maximization problem.

3.5.2 Optimal consumption decision

The Lagrangian function corresponding to the above maximization problem can be given as:

Tp leV Tp
L(cs, ) =Eo / e ds| —¢ <Eo [ M;ces dS} - Wo> , (3.5.5)

Tx L—x Tr

where ¢ represents the Langrange multiplier. Taking the first-order derivative of (3.5.5) with
respect to ¢; for each state of the economy, the first-order derivative with respect to ¢, equating
those to zero and solving for ¢, eventually yields the following optimal consumption strategy
over the entire lifetime:

(1 —ps)Ys for 0<s<Tg
s = iy (T, 1 . (3.5.6)
e 9/ Mg (szf e=%/70(0,s,1 —1/7) ds) Wy forTpr <s<Tp
where
M\"*
O(t,s,x) =E; [() ] , t<s<Tp, (3.5.7)
M

for which an explicit expression, dependent on r;, is derived in Appendix G. The full derivation
of (3.5.6) can be found in Appendix J. Optimal consumption with regard to the accumulation
phase, {c} : 0 < s < Tg}, is exogenous and equal to the part of labor income that is not utilized
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for paying fixed mandatory pension premiums. The optimal stochastic consumption path within
retirement follows from the actual derivation provided in this section.

From the above equation (3.5.6), we can observe that a potential stochastic labor income compo-
nent in human capital instead of risk-free labor income, does not affect the endogenous optimal
consumption path within retirement. Only the consumption level itself would be affected through
the component Wy, in which the expectation of Y; is present. However, The exogenous consump-
tion in the accumulation phase, is affected through fluctuations in Y;. Also, adding components
to human capital would only affect the consumption level through Wj.

Now that the optimal consumption strategy is known, we are able to simulate the optimal wealth
processes and consumption decisions under the chosen benchmark parameter set, for which the
medians are displayed in Figure 3.1. One can observe in Figure 3.1a that the optimal financial
and total wealth path are most volatility around the retirement date, whereas the interquartile
range for the human capital is smallest overall, since all the variation originates from the interest
rate. Total wealth is increasing up until retirement, since no endogenous consumption takes place
before retirement. Regarding the optimal consumption decision (3.5.6), we can observe in Figure
3.1b that the median replacement rate is quite high, which is partly a result of the chosen financial
market benchmark parameters. The median consumption within retirement is increasing, due to
the fact that the denominator of (3.5.6), composed from M; and the integral over the function
0, is decreasing over time. Also, a significant variation is observed within retirement, whereas
the stepwise decreasing consumption in the accumulation phase is deterministic and a result of
the exogenous maximum contribution rates. In general, we can deduce from Figure 3.1b that
a favorable development of the total wealth account because of a positive economic scenario,
results in a higher retirement consumption possibility and vice versa.

Figure 3.1: Optimal median wealth and consumption processes
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3.5.3 Investment strategy in terms of total wealth

Now that the optimal consumption strategy is identified, the focus is moved towards the question
of how to finance this optimal consumption strategy. For that purpose, the budget condition is
added to the described model. This budget condition states that at all times, the total wealth
account of the individual must match the market value of the individual’s pension liabilities.
Recall that the static budget condition holding at equality, represents this restriction at time
t = 0. Therefore, the budget condition can be expressed as:

Wi = V;g, O0<t<Tp. (3.5.8)

Note that this budget condition also must hold in optimality. Therefore, in order to identify
this investment strategy that enables us to consume in an optimal way, we are interested in the
market value of optimal total liabilities over the lifetime. This can be expressed as:

Tp M.
/ ch ﬁs ds]
max{t,Tr} t

Yoy ' —ds/y
=M, "¢ o }e O(t,s,1 —1/v)ds.
max{t,Tr

Vi =E

(3.5.9)

where the second equality follows from substituting the optimal consumption strategy (3.5.6) and
the definition of ©. Now we define V;* = f(t,r;, M;) and applying a second-order Taylor series
expansion (in a sense a multivariate version of 1t6’s lemma), results in the following dynamics
for the market value of optimal liabilities (see Appendix K for the derivation):

dvy . A A 11— .
|% Y gl
with
o 9/ D(s —)O(t,s,1 —1/7)d
* max € S 787 ,Y) S
DY = S 1) . (3.5.11)

figx{t TR} 6765/76(2&’ s,1—1/v)ds

D) can be seen as the duration of remaining lifetime consumption, since it is a duration weighted
average of a quantity which represents the depletion speed of wealth. The time-varying drift term
iy (t,re, My) is specified in Appendix K.

Now that the dynamics of the optimal pension liabilities is known, we can determine the invest-
ment strategy regarding total wealth that finances these liabilities, through the budget equation.
The dynamics of total wealth, also known as the dynamic budget constraint, can be expressed
as follows for the specified model:

ISA) W, dt + Wiw! S dZ for 0<t<T
th:{(”Jr“’f ) Widt + Wiw, B dZ; o =R (3.5.12)

(r + W SA) W, dt + Wiw, 2 dZ; — ¢y dt for Tp <t <Tp

where ¥ and w; are defined in (3.3.2). Choosing the portfolio fractions of total wealth in such
a way that wealth replicates the market value of optimal liabilites, yields the optimal wealth
path W;. In other words, a perfect replicating portfolio is created by allocating total wealth to
the available assets in such a way that the diffusion parts of the dynamics of the total optimal
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liabilities dV;* (3.5.10) match the diffusion parts of the dynamics of the total wealth portfolio
dW; (3.5.12). This results in the following optimal total wealth allocations (see Appendix K for
the derivation):

1 % 1 0
orD(h) D(h)

where D} is defined in (3.5.11). Recall that the optimal fraction in the risk-free bank account
is residually determined by wP* = 1 — w;Te. We can see from (3.5.13) that w; is a convex
combination of two components, of which the weights are determined by the degree of risk aver-
sion of the individual. The first component is the mean-variance tangency portfolio, as originally
formulated by Markowitz (1952). The second component is a portfolio which minimizes the risk
resulting from changes in the term structure of interest rates. Therefore, the first component
can also be described as a speculative term which is held by the investor with an instantaneous
investment horizon (myopic investor). Then, the second term is the hedging term which is held
by an infinitely risk averse investor. We can see that this myopic investor can be defined as the
log-utility investor, (7 = 1), since in this case the hedge component of the portfolio vanishes.
For the investor with no risk tolerance (7 — o0), the speculative part of the portfolio is nullified
and the duration of the bond portfolio is matched to the duration of the remaining lifetime
consumption (liabilities) DY to immunize future consumption for interest rate risk, as was also
described by Sgrensen (1999), only in a final wealth setup. The individual therefore trades off
the desire to pick up risk premia and providing an intertemporal hedge via the degree of risk
aversion . The median optimal investment strategy is displayed for the benchmark parameter
set in Figure 3.2.

Regarding the optimal portfolio fractions on an asset level rather than a portfolio level, the fol-
lowing can be observed from (3.5.13) . The allocation of wealth in stocks is purely speculative
and constant of time. However, the allocation in nominal bonds is serving both a speculative goal
as well as a intertemporal hedge goal with respect to interest rate risk exposure that is present
in the value of the liabilities. The allocations of total wealth that serve a speculative goal are
time-independent, whereas the allocation for hedge purposes decreases as the investment horizon
shortens. The latter can be attributed to a decreasing duration of lifetime consumption as one
gets closer to the deterministic date of death Tp.

It can also be seen from (3.5.13) and Figure 3.2 that the investment strategy which finances the
optimal consumption strategy, is stochastic. This stochasticity appears in the risk hedge port-
folio where D}, which is affected by the state variable 74, plays a role. Therefore, the state of
the economy regarding the state variable r; partly drives the hedge demand of the individual.
Consequently, a general deterministic, horizon-dependent investment strategy that does not take
into account the economic state would underperform compared to this optimal strategy. From
Figure 3.2b, one can observe that the variation in the bond hedge portfolio is reasonably small,
since the only source of uncertainty with respect to this portfolio component, is the instantaneous
interest rate. In the period where a short position in the risk-free asset is taken to partly finance
this bond hedge component, the variation also affects the risk-free asset holding. The bond hedge
portfolio part is observed to be decreasing over time, since DIY " is a decreasing function which
equals zero at T as there is no future more consumption to (partly) hedge at this point.
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Lastly, note that the maximization problem exhibits a structural break resulting from the fixed
exogenous consumption and saving in the accumulation phase, and free choice of consumption
and savings in the retirement phase. Within retirement, the derived optimal asset allocations
of total wealth (3.5.13) do coincide with the investment strategy reported by Brennan and Xia
(2002). However, with respect to the accumulation phase, the theoretically optimal portfolio
compositions do differ due to this structural break, which explains the kink observed in the
median portfolio composition in 3.2a. Brennan and Xia (2002) also do not account for any form
of human capital in their model, which is discussed in the next section.

Figure 3.2: Optimal median investment strategy total wealth
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corresponding to the median with the same color.

3.5.4 Investment strategy in terms of financial wealth

Next, we consider the fact that total wealth is composed of financial wealth and human capital
and the resulting implications for the investment strategy of financial capital. Firstly, we need
to obtain the dynamics of human capital, which are derived in Appendix L. and can be stated as
follows:

dH; = —K(t)dt + (re — 0 D{I\,) Hydt — o, D' H;dZ], with (3.5.14)
DH JTPTE D(h)PPK (t + h) dh
Y [Tt phK(t+h)dh

(3.5.15)

where D! can be interpreted as the interest rate sensitivity or ‘duration’ of the remaining human
capital at time t. Because the human capital was assumed to be bond-like, the same structure can
be observed in (3.5.14) as in the dynamics of the rolling bond (3.2.14). The main difference how-
ever is that human capital depletes over time, which is represented by the component — K (¢) dt.
The dynamics of financial wealth can be determined in the same fashion as the dynamics of total
wealth, only instead of depletion by consumption, financial wealth grows over time with the fixed
premium payments. We define the dynamics of financial wealth similar to the financial wealth
specification used by Cairns et al. (2006, p. 847) amongst others. Now, using the assumption
that total wealth consists of financial wealth and human wealth, [t6’s lemma and the concept of
replication, the fractions of financial wealth 87T = (0%, 0F*) that finance optimal consumption,
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can be expressed as (see Appendix M for the full derivation):

* Ht * Ht 0
0; — <1 v B) wi =5 | o | (3.5.16)
D(h)

where w; is defined in (3.5.13) and D in (3.5.15). From Expression (3.5.16), we can observe
that the investment strategy for actual financial capital is affected by one’s market value of
human capital over the lifetime. The specification of human capital and the assumption of the
components it consists of, is therefore significantly influencing the investment strategy of finan-
cial wealth. The median optimal investment strategy corresponding to 3.5.16 is displayed for the
benchmark parameter set in Figure 3.3

First of all, it can be observed that in case human capital is depleted, the investment strategies
for human capital and financial wealth coincide. Regarding stock exposure, the allocation of
financial wealth towards equity is significantly increased when there exists a relatively large hu-
man capital-to-financial wealth ratio. Regarding the allocation in bonds, two effects play a role:
the increasing effect of a large human wealth-to-financial wealth ratio on the total wealth bond
allocation is moderated by the second term in (3.5.16). This can be explained by the fact that
human capital is also subject to interest rate risk, just like bonds. We cannot make a intuitive
distinction between a hedge portfolio and a speculative portfolio anymore.

With respect to the variability in the investment strategy, we can observe from Figure 3.3b that
compared to the total wealth asset allocations, the variability is significantly larger due to the
fact that the human capital versus financial wealth ratio depends on both the economic scenario
and past returns. This variability is especially large in the first few years of the working life,
since only a small amount of financial wealth is present versus a large amount of human capital.
Similar to the median portfolio composition of total wealth, a short position is taken in the
risk-free asset for almost the entire lifetime.

Figure 3.3: Optimal median investment strategy financial wealth
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3.5.5 Taking into account guaranteed state pension

Human capital is only composed of labor income in this chapter up until now. Suppose the
individual receives a risk-free state pension within retirement, such as the AOW in the Nether-
lands. The inclusion of such a guarantee would naturally impact the optimal consumption and
investment allocation strategy. If this guarantee is assumed to be risk-free, similar to the labor
income, it can be included as a component of the individual’s human capital, as it essentially
represents a stream of guaranteed payments within retirement up until time of death. The model
framework is set up in such a way that we only have to adjust the definition of K (u), stated
in (3.3.5). Suppose the guarantee equals 30% of the last earned labor income before retirement,
then the model modification would be represented by:

K(u) =

{puYu for u € [0, TR) (3.5.17)

0.3Yr, forue [Tgr,Tp]

As was discussed in Section 3.5.2, a change in the human capital definition would only manifest
itself through the initial wealth level Wy, which results in the same optimal consumption path
expressed as a fraction of the total wealth process. Therefore, the optimal investment strategy
regarding total wealth remains the same with or without an inclusion of a guarantee. However, the
optimal investment strategy regarding actual financial wealth does change. The effect of including
the defined guarantee within retirement on the median wealth processes and the median financial
wealth asset fractions, is displayed in Figure 3.4.

Figure 3.4: Effect of a guarantee on the median processes
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In figure (a), the shaded areas represent the interquartile range of the simulated scenarios corresponding to the
median with the same color. In figure (b), the fractions of the available asset types with respect to the financial
wealth portfolio are compared for a setting with and without a guarantee. The situation with guarantee

corresponds to Figure 3.3b.

In Figure 3.4a, it can be observed that human capital is indeed not depleted at time of retire-
ment, which results in a non-overlapping financial and total wealth within retirement. Analyzing
Figure 3.4a, we see an increase in the equity holding over the life cycle, resulting from a larger
market value of human capital. A guarantee within retirement therefore enables the individual
to take a relatively more risky overall position. One might suspect the bond holding to drop
over the entire life cycle, since the individual now possesses an extra bond-like asset. But due to
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the earlier discussed twofold effect of human capital on the bond position, the net bond position
slightly increases under these benchmark parameters.

The impact of the guarantee on the financial wealth position is clearly present. Therefore, when
composing a framework to determine the best investment strategy for a top-up plan, it is of
importance to realize that components such as the underlying occupational pension scheme and
the state pension actually affect the desired investment strategy.



Chapter 4

Annuity purchase at retirement: a tractable
specification

In this chapter, the lifetime asset allocation problem is discussed in a setting where the individual
is obliged to convert to a life annuity pension at the retirement date. Whereas the consumption
strategy in Chapter 3 is a decision variable only within retirement, the consumption strategy in
this setting is determined exogenously altogether. Therefore, we switch from an intertemporal
consumption problem to a terminal wealth problem that solely embodies the accumulation phase.
These two types of approaches are essentially equivalent, meaning that the optimal intertemporal
consumption strategy could be derived from optimal terminal wealth. However, since the set of
decision variables is reduced to solely a portfolio allocation strategy, a terminal wealth setting is
naturally intuitive.

As was previously described in Section 2.2, the feature of a top-up plan that entails buying into
the underlying occupational pension scheme at the retirement date, can be interpreted as pur-
chasing a single life annuity. In general, a constant life annuity can be described as a financial
contract that provides the purchaser with a constant periodic payment for his remaining lifetime
in exchange for an initial lump sum. The longevity risk of the individual is thereby transferred
to the annuity provider, which in most cases is an insurer or a pension fund. For the annuity
purchaser, the annuity price, also called the annuity factor, is affected by the term structure of
interest rates: a fall in bond yields generally increases the annuity price and vice versa. Inter-
est rate risk is therefore an important factor in the annuitization risk and can be appropriately
hedged by purchasing long-term bonds. From the perspective of the annuity provider, an overall
longevity improvement increases the annuity costs.

An annuity purchase can have different welfare effects for different types of people. For a risk lov-
ing individual, a life annuity purchase at retirement is generally utility decreasing, since potential
higher returns on risky assets within retirement cannot be achieved. On the contrary, a very risk
averse person would prefer a life annuity, since it provides a benefit guarantee. Individuals can
also exhibit different views on how to handle the implicit risks of fully annuitizing their wealth
at the retirement date, which is expressed in their different desired investment strategies in the
accumulation phase. As was discussed in Section 2.1, Cairns et al. (2006) develop a framework in
which a long-horizon investor hedges a minimum guarantee subject to interest rate risk resulting
from a single life annuity purchase at retirement. In this chapter, we will discuss this model
framework, tailored to our financial market and human capital, in more detail and describe how
this ultimately leads to a theoretically tractable expression for the annuity factor. This expres-

34
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sion is then applied in Chapter 5.

In Section 4.1, the model specification and potential investment strategy for a single annuity
purchase is discussed. Then, in Section 4.2, we address a simplification for the rather complex life
annuity factor. Lastly, in Section 4.3, the simplification results and its implications are discussed.

4.1 Model specification

In this section, the developed model by Cairns et al. (2006) is reviewed within the context
of our financial market setting as described in Section 3.2. Note that this model framework is
originally set up for a general one-factor short rate process. First, we state the general underlying
assumptions that we take into account in their model specification. Then, the terminal utility
of the model is discussed, which is followed by the derivation method of the optimal investment
strategy. Within this derivation, one could identify a potential tractable expression for the annuity
factor.

4.1.1 Assumptions

Let the available financial market be as described in Section 3.2 and the individual’s life cycle
characteristics and preferences be in accordance with Section 3.1. However, compared to the
assumptions underlying Chapter 3, a revision is necessary with respect to the labor income
component of human capital. In the framework of Cairns et al. (2006), this labor income is
assumed to be cash-like, meaning that the growth rate of the salary payments comprises the
instantaneous interest rate amongst others. Consequently, the labor income becomes stochastic.
Nonetheless, it is still assumed to exhibit no exposure to the financial market risk factors and
therefore can be interpreted as locally risk-free. Additional to the labor income revision, the
individual is now obliged to convert the accumulated pension wealth at time Tr, of which he
can determine the asset allocation strategy for the period [0,Tg]. This results in a constant
consumption rate within retirement, determined by the annuity purchase at time Tr. Therefore,
it is sufficient to consider the lifetime portfolio choice problem solely in the accumulation phase,
including the conversion time Tg.

4.1.2 Terminal utility maximization

As mentioned in Section 2.1, the model of Cairns et al. (2006) incorporates a form of habit
formation; The individual is assumed to maximize the expected utility of the pension right
obtained at retirement, evaluated in the terminal salary. The terminal salary acts as measure for
the purchased life annuity pension. This pension-to-salary ratio can be interpreted as a ‘distorted’
replacement rate. Consequently, the individual’s terminal utility can be stated as:

U <WTR/YTR> =u (QTR) ,  with
CLTR aTR

Wi

(4.1.1)

where u is the power utility function as stated in (3.1.1). Wy represents the total wealth, which
evolves in accordance with (3.3.1), in which {¢; = 0 : 0 < t < Tp}. As preceding, the labor
income is represented by Y; and a; is the annuity factor at time ¢ . Note that in expression
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(4.1.1), the denominator should be equal to (1 — pr,)Y7, in order to speak of the maximization
of a ‘clear’ replacement rate, in which the actual consumption before and after retirement are
compared. However, as Cairns et al. (2006) point out, the factor (1 — pr,,) does not affect the
optimization problem that follows in any way, because the premium contribution rate p; is
deterministic and exogenously determined. Therefore, (1 — pr,,) results in a constant multiplier
for utility at terminal time Tr in case of power utility. Consequently, this factor can be neglected
in (4.1.1) and one can still interpret the results as if it where to represent a pure replacement rate
in terminal utility. In accordance with the assumptions described in Section 4.1.1, the dynamics
of labor income can now be expressed as:

av;

Y, (re + py(t)) dt, 0 <t < Tg, (4.1.2)

where p,(t) is the deterministic growth rate of labor income over the career path and r; is
the instantaneous interest rate. As previously mentioned, the symbol a; in (4.1.1) represents the
annuity factor, or the market-consistent annuity rate at time ¢. This quantity equals the actuarial
present value of a life annuity that pays continuously a constant level of one unit per year, for a
generic retirement date t. Therefore, the annuity factor can be stated as:

o M o
a; = E, [ / W A}”‘ dh] = / pra Pl dh, (4.1.3)
0 t 0

where Pth again is the nominal zero-coupon bond price for maturity A at time ¢t and p7, is the
h-year survival probability of an individual aged x. One can observe that a; is a function of the
instantaneous short rate r,. Nonetheless, the relationship between the short rate and the annuity
factor is rather complex.

4.1.3 Optimal investment strategy

For determining the optimal investment strategy, Cairns et al. (2006) apply the previously men-
tioned dynamic programming method for stochastic control problems. This method was also
originally used by Merton (1969) and relies on the Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman (HJB) equation
and Bellman’s principle of optimality (Pham, 2009).

Firstly, we need to identify the state variables and their dynamics. In our specified setting,
there exist two state variables, ; and r;. The dynamics of r; is known and specified in (3.2.1).
Applying the multivariate It6’s lemma derived in Appendix K, we can obtain the dynamics of Q,
in accordance with Cairns et al. (2006). In matrix notation, the dynamics of the state variables
can be expressed as:

<th) _ (Qt(—uy(t)w;z)\)) d (Qtwt’sas —QtwarD(h)> 0z

dry k(T — 1) 0 o (4.1.4)

= u(qt, T, wt) dt + U(qt, wt) dZ;.
The expected terminal utility is a function of these two state variables and the optimal indirect

utility function, also often called the value function, for a set of admissible strategies W, can be
expressed as:

olt,q,7) = sup {0 [w(@S) rr)IQu = a.r = 7]}, (t.a.7) € [0,Th) x Ry xR, (4.15)
wew )
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Terminal utility, as specified in (4.1.1), is expressed as function of the state variables, and Qgp";)

denotes the end of the path of state variable ) given a certain implemented investment strategy
w = {w; : t € [0,Tg]}. From the state variable dynamics in (4.1.4), we can deduce the HJB
equation corresponding to this optimal control problem (Pham, 2009):

G+ supep {£L20} =0, (t,q,r) € [0,Tr) x Ry xR (4.1.6)
U(TR, q, T) = U(q, T), (q, 7') S RJ’_ x R

where L% represents the second-order partial differential operator to the controlled state variable
process (4.1.4), which can be expressed as:

o 1 , 9? ;o
LY = Zm(m’w)axi +3 Z (o(z,w)o(z,w)), dwdr; T (¢, 7)'s 1,5 ={1,2}
; i (4.1.7)
1
= (0.7, 0) Dy + 511 (0 0:) 0 0.0 D).
with
92 o
/ P
(e @ I
Dyr= (& &), D= % ") (4.1.8)
ordq or2

Taking the first-order derivative of £L«v with respect to w, equating to zero and solving for w
yields the following optimal portfolio allocation strategy, dependent on the value function:

’ v, v

Wt q,rlv) =X 1 <—)\q — e ) , (4.1.9)
4Vqq qVqq

where e; denotes the i-th unit vector and v, represents the partial derivative of the value function

with respect to ¢, and so on.

In order to find an expression for the optimal asset allocation strategy, we need to find an
expression for v(t, g,r). The value function v(t, ¢, r) develops according to the partial differential
equation (PDE) that results from substituting (4.1.9) in the HJB equation (4.1.6), which satisfies
the boundary condition u(g,r). As both Munk and Sgrensen (2010) and Cairns et al. (2006) point
out, in the case of time-additive power utility, it is well-known that the indirect utility function
(4.1.5) is of the form

1—y
1q_ ) = (@) f @), (4.1.10)

v(t,q,r) =

where the general function f(¢,r) depends on both investment horizon and the state variable
r¢. Using this functional form and the PDE of v(¢,q,7), Cairns et al. (2006) show that the
function f(¢,7;) satisfies a certain parabolic PDE. This parabolic PDE uniquely identifies a
probability measure P under which the time ¢ conditional expectation of the boundary condition
f(Tr,r) = ((1 — y)u(q, r)q”fl)fﬁy forms an expression for f(¢,r;), according to the Feynman-
Kac theorem (Etheridge, 2002, p. 170). Note that this conditional expectation expression for
f(t,r¢) does not necessarily have to result in an explicit expression.

Since the state variable ); is independent of r;, the functional form of the annuity directly
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determines the expression for f(¢,r;). This annuity expression and the potential simplification is
discussed in the next section.

4.2 Simplification of the annuity price

The annuity factor a; is previously expressed in (4.1.3). From this representation, we can observe
that the annuity factor is essentially a zero-coupon bond portfolio composed of infinitely many
bonds with different maturities.

In Section 3.2, it was mentioned that for a Vasicek one-factor model, all bonds with different
maturities are perfectly correlated regarding an interest rate shock. Therefore, only one particular
zero-coupon bond is needed to replicate any of the other bonds in this financial market. For
example, let there be two different rolling bonds with different constant maturities of respectively
h years and h years. Then, one can easily derive that the dynamics of the rolling bond with
maturity h can be expressed as a convex combination of the locally risk-free asset dynamics and
the bond dynamics with maturity h (based on Boulier, Huang, and Taillard (2001)):

ar} _ <1 ) D(fw) dB; | D(h)dp} (1.2.1)

= + .
pp D(h) | B ~ D(h) P}

Therefore, the price of a bond with maturity h can be replicated by a cash position and a position
in the bond with maturity h.

With this fact in mind, the particular bond portfolio that represents the annuity factor, could
be approximated by a position in one particular rolling bond with constant maturity denoted by
h. This would result in an expression of the following form, base on (3.2.11):

ap =~ e* 7Y with

A A (4.2.2)
Y =D(h) and & =logx —a(h),

where z denotes the position in the particular bond and the functions a and D as stated in
respectively (3.2.12) and (3.2.13). The expression (4.2.2) is of exponential form because of the
affine term structure that is implied by the Vasicek model.

Absent the above motivation, this form of annuity approximation is also explored by Cairns et
al. (2006), which yields the following expression of the boundary condition in (4.1.6):

1 1=
o(Th.q.7) = ulg,r) = 7= (q> = u(q)eNE, (4.2.3)
1- Y \0Tg
According to Equation (4.1.10), the expression above uniquely defines the boundary condition
for the function f as

[(Tror) =5 €07, (4.2.4)

Because the dynamics of the short rate is governed by an Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process, the short
rate ry is normally distributed. The function f(Tg,r) is therefore log-normally distributed, for
which the explicit conditional expectation under measure P is well-known. This yields an explicit
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expression for the value function v(¢,q,7) in (4.1.10) and therefore an explicit expression for
w*(t,q,rlv) in (4.1.9). Also Li and Zhang (2018) apply a variant of this annuity factor approxi-
mation.

Concluding, this type of annuity factor simplification yields a closed-form investment strategy
in the discussed model framework with a Vasicek one-factor model. Next, we discuss the actual
estimation of the approximated annuity factor and its accuracy.

4.2.1 Benchmark parameter values

For the estimation of the simplified annuity expression, we use the same benchmark parameter
value set as described in Section 3.4 as a basis. The only revision is with regard to the deter-
ministic time of death Tp. We now assume that the individual survives until the retirement
date TR, after which he has a certain probability of dying. At the age of 120, the probability of
dying is equal to one (T} = 95). Since only the accumulation phase t € [0,TR] is of interest,
the incorporation of mortality risk after the retirement date does not influence the framework
in any other way than through the annuity factor. The mortality rates for the Dutch population
are assumed to be deterministic and are acquired from the Koninklijk Actuarieel Genootschap
(2016). We apply the mortality rates for a Dutch male, taking into account macro longevity risk.

With regard to the net pension top-up plan, the participant pool exhibits certain mortality
characteristics that differ from a representative sample of the Dutch population. APG therefore
estimated correction factors for the previously mentioned mortality rates that fit the net pen-

sion population (APG, 2018). These correction factors are also incorporated in the annuity price?.

Note that the labor income process (4.1.2) differs from the constant labor income in Chapter 3.
Therefore, we still need to establish benchmark parameter values for this process. We assume a
benchmark growth rate that equals {y,(t) =0:0 <t < T}, with Yy = 1. Therefore, instead of
deterministically equal to one, the labor income of initially one now varies with the short rate.

4.2.2 Estimation procedure

In order to obtain benchmark parameters values for £ and v, we use Monte Carlo simulation in
order to estimate a linear regression model. To acquire a sense of the accuracy of the estimation,
a bootstrap method is applied with regard to the linear model parameter estimates and the fit.
The applied method for process simulation and numerical approximation is described in Section
3.4. The estimation procedure is as follows.

1) Simulate J scenario paths of r; and the corresponding pricing kernel realizations M for
t € [0,Tg|. Fortnightly time steps (At = 2—14) are used so that the approximation for a; in
step 2) is sufficiently accurate.

2) Calculate for each scenario j the corresponding numerical approximation of the annuity
factor at time t, @ ; = fOTD_TR 251 P dh,

3) Estimate for each scenario j the following linear regression model that corresponds to
(4.2.2):

!These correction factors are available upon request.
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loga; =& —bjre; + ev
with €4 ; a white noise process.

4) Obtain the benchmark parameter value estimates as the average of the regression estimates
over the J scenarios:

This procedure can be interpreted as a J non-overlapping blocks bootstrap, where the time series
in each block starts in an equilibrium situation, because 7 ; = 7 for all j. The estimation results
for J = 10,000 replications is displayed in Table 4.1.

Table 4.1: Bootstrap estimation results

Parameter Mean Std. Dev.
£ 2.768 0.001
(94,742.766)  (41,251.592)
) 4.107 0.036
(4,108.115) (881.117)
R? 0.9999 0.0000
SE of & 0.0007 0.0003

Based on J = 10,000 replications. Column ‘Mean’ displays the average over the J replications and column ‘St.
Dev.’ displays the sample standard deviation, which is essentially the bootstrap estimate of the standard error of

the statistic. Value between brackets is the t-statistic for the corresponding parameter estimate above.

These estimates imply that the annuity factor acts like a position in a zero-coupon bond with
maturity h ~ 6.69 years of x ~ 17.51 units. In the next section, this estimation procedure output
is further discussed.

4.3 Discussion

Firstly, the model fit and parameter accuracy of the simplified annuity factor estimated in Section
4.2, is discussed. From Table 4.1, one can observe that the parameter estimates vary only little
over the scenarios, which suggests reliable parameter estimates. Regarding the simplification it-
self, it can be seen that the log linear model almost perfectly captures the actual annuity factor,
since the R? is almost one in all scenarios and the standard error of the residuals is also almost
zero. The parameter estimates are in general highly significant. We also varied the parameters
of the short rate dynamics to test whether this estimation procedure is generally robust. The
parameter estimates remain accurate and highly significant in case of a shift in the relevant un-
derlying benchmark parameters. Since this tractable annuity simplification performs very well,
it is used in further model development in the next chapter.

Although it is not particularly addressed by Cairns et al. (2006), the inclusion of the instan-
taneous short rate in the growth rate of labor income results in the independence of the state
variables ; and 7. This is a mathematically desirable feature. Another consequence is that
labor income is to be considered locally risk-free, which results in a mathematically desirable
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expression for the human capital value. However, this cash-like specification of human capital is
rejected by empirical evidence in later research on the labor income specification by e.g. Munk
and Sgrensen (2010). Therefore, we choose to remain with the original specification of nominal
bond-like human capital regarding the model development in the next chapter.

However, the particular model choice of Cairns et al. (2006) does provide an intuitive insight
in the investment strategy for the accumulation phase. Using the benchmark parameter values
and estimation output discussed in Section 4.2, the optimal investment strategy for a highly
risk averse individual is implemented and the resulting scenarios for the replacement rate are
displayed in Figure 4.1 (green). Additionally, the optimal replacement rate development is also
displayed for a different premium contribution rate: a 10% flat rate (red). We can observe that
in both cases, the individual wants to completely eliminate risk regarding the annuity purchase
and the resulting replacement rate, therefore targeting a specific replacement rate at Tp = 43.
This leads to the scenario paths of the replacement rate converging to a predetermined, targeted
replacement rate. However, over the accumulation phase a significant variation is observed due
to the dynamic investment strategy reacting to the economic state (previous returns on financial
wealth) and the inflow of premiums in order to obtain the desired replacement rate.

Figure 4.1: Development of the replacement rate for a highly risk averse individual, v = 1000
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In this figure, 10 scenarios of the replacement rate process % are displayed for both the benchmark DC premium

contribution rate and a 10% flat rate, based on the same financial market shocks. The applied parametrization is

in accordance with Section 4.2.1.

The incorporation of the simplified annuity factor does indeed reflect the desired result for a
highly risk averse individual: complete replication of the annuity purchase evaluated in the labor
income.



Chapter 5

Investment strategy for top-up plans

As discussed in Chapter 2, the annuitization in the net pension top-up plan is subject to a par-
ticular funding ratio surcharge. For this top-up plan, only taking into account interest rate risk
regarding the life annuity purchase results in a partial identification of the desired investment
strategy for the accumulation phase. In this chapter, we discuss the lifetime asset allocation
problem where upon retirement the pension wealth is converted into a life annuity, subject to a
surcharge that equals the actual funding ratio of the underlying occupational pension scheme at
retirement.

Similar to Chapter 4, the lifetime asset allocation problem is reduced to the accumulation phase
and treated as a terminal wealth problem. The martingale method is applied to derive a closed-
form solution of the investment strategy that yields the highest expected utility of pension wealth.
Regarding the investment strategy of financial wealth in the top-up plan, the asset allocation
problem is further reduced to the horizon of the top-up plan.

Firstly, the general assumptions are discussed and a model specification of the funding ratio is
determined. Secondly, the optimal investment strategy of total wealth corresponding to the stated
terminal wealth problem is derived. Thirdly, the human capital specification and the implied
investment strategy of financial wealth in the net pension top-up plan is established. Appropriate
sensitive analyses for the investment strategies with respect to the benchmark parameter values
are performed to create insight in the robustness and dependencies. Lastly, the derived model
and benchmark results are discussed.

5.1 General assumptions

The financial market as described in Section 3.2, is adopted in this chapter. The individual’s
preferences and life-cycle characteristics are assumed to meet the criteria as stated in Section
3.1, subject to three revisions. The first general revision states mandatory conversion of the ac-
cumulated financial wealth at time T into a life annuity pension, similar to Chapter 4. In this
chapter, the annuity factor is additionally subject to a surcharge that equals the actual funding
ratio at Tr. This mandatory conversion means it is sufficient to consider the lifetime portfolio
choice problem solely in the accumulation phase, including the conversion time Tgr. The second
revision is with respect to the mortality assumptions of the individual: survival is guaranteed
up until the retirement date T, after which there exist a certain probability of dying. These
positive mortality probabilities that appear outside of the model timeframe, only affect the asset
allocation problem through the market value of the annuity factor. Let this annuity factor be

42
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represented by the explored simplification in Chapter 4, stated in Equation (4.2.2).

The third revision is with respect to the components of human capital. Besides labor income,
other additional components implicated by a top-up pension plan are also present in the human
capital definition. Human capital is still considered to be bond-like, with possibly exposure to
the different existing risk factors. These additional components in the human capital definition
are further discussed in Section 5.5.

5.2 Modeling the funding ratio

In order to represent the funding ratio surcharge on the annuity purchase, we need to appro-
priately capture the movements of the funding ratio. Preferably, a direct relationship between
the funding ratio movement and the constant long-term investment strategy of the occupational
pension fund in question needs to be established. The following approach is taken with regard
to modeling the funding ratio dynamics.

The funding ratio can in general be simplified to the fraction of assets (A;) and liabilities (L;) of
the pension fund, which change over time because of amongst others investment returns, received
premiums, benefit payments and a changing population. The value of the assets of the pension
fund at time t can be represented by a certain portfolio consisting of the available assets in the
financial market, similar to the individual wealth at time ¢ discussed in Chapter 3. We choose to
model the liabilities of the pension fund as a rolling zero-coupon bond with a maturity chosen
equal to the average duration of the pension fund liabilities in question. This results in the
following representation of the funding ratio G for 0 <t < Tg:

A AV, i St
Gi= =T i f= | 0f |, Vi= | PR, (5.2.1)
Ly B ~B
Un By

where 7); denote the number of the different assets held by the pension fund at time ¢. The time
to maturity of the liabilities, denoted by [, is assumed constant. This results in a duration of
the liabilities equal to D(l). The underlying assumption is that the outflow of benefits equals
the inflow of the pension premiums in the fund for all ¢ € [0, Tr]. We also take the asset mix of
the pension fund as constant over time, as it represents a long-term rigid view on the financial
market. Then, the funding ratio dynamics can be expressed as:

dG,
Gy
pg = 0% Agos — & (Ao D(h) + o2D(h)D(1)) + Ao D(1) + o2 D?(1),

o — a‘; &Sog
g or o.D(l) — &P o.D(Rh) )’

where &° (&) denotes the constant fraction of the pension fund assets invested in the stock

= pgdt + o, dZ;, with (5.2.2)

price index (nominal zero-coupon bond). We refer to Appendix N for the derivation of (5.2.2).
Note that the drift and volatility of the funding ratio dynamics are time- and state-invariant as
a consequence of this particular specification for the funding ratio.
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5.3 Terminal wealth problem

The individual has the objective of maximizing the expected utility of terminal wealth at the re-
tirement date. This terminal wealth equals the purchased life annuity including the funding ratio
surcharge. Since the martingale method is applied again to solve this maximization problem, the
general derivation will be similar to Chapter 3. For the simple Merton model, Grebenchtchikova,
Molenaar, Schotman, and Werker (2017) also discuss a general terminal wealth problem, which
is taken as a starting point for the problem statement and treatment.

In case terminal wealth solely equals the accumulated financial wealth in the individual’s pension
account, the static maximization problem can be stated as:

1—
T )
max E R subject to 5.3.1
WTR 0 1— ’}/] J ( )
Wo = Eo (W, M1, . (5.3.2)

For a given initial wealth Wy and level of risk aversion +, the individual first determines his opti-
mal final wealth Wr,.- Secondly, given the optimal final wealth, the optimal investment strategy
that realizes this optimal final wealth is determined. Note that the implicit numeraire of this
economy is the money market account, as follows from e.g. Appendix E, in which the origin of
the pricing kernel specification My is discussed.

However, terminal wealth equals the purchased life annuity at retirement in our setting. This is
accounted for by changing the numeraire of the economy to the product of the annuity factor and
the funding ratio. A change of numeraire is a quite common technique in derivative pricing, e.g.
a similar annuity factor is the numeraire of choice for the pricing of swaptions. This change of
numeraire is applied in the life-cycle setting to acquire the appropriate terminal wealth problem
that represents the lifetime asset allocation problem of a net pension top-up plan participant.
We define terminal wealth under the new numeraire as

Wr,

Wrp, = ——,
(LTR GTR

(5.3.3)

where total wealth W, is represented by (3.3.1). The annuity factor a; and the funding ratio G
are stated in respectively (4.2.2) and (5.2.1). From the static budget constraint (5.3.2) or the
asset pricing equation, we can uniquely identify the pricing kernel under the new numeraire as

M; = Mya,Gy, (5.3.4)

where the pricing kernel under the money market account numeraire is stated in (3.2.8). Under
the pricing kernel specification (5.3.4), the fundamental asset pricing equation,

— 1 —
Wy = — By [Wr, Mr,,), (5.3.5)
t

and therefore the static budget constraint, holds. The change in numeraire results in the following
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terminal wealth problem specification:

1
max Eg & subject to (5.3.6)
Wry, -

WoMo = Eq [WTRJTJTR} . (5.3.7)

The Lagrangian function corresponding to this maximization problem can be expressed as

1
Wr.,

1—7

L(Wr,, ) = Eq T (WOMO ~E, [WTRMTRD , (5.3.8)

where ¢ denotes the Lagrange multiplier. Taking similar steps as in Appendix J regarding the
intertemporal consumption problem in Chapter 3, the optimal final wealth can be expressed as

-1
Wi = ————=DM. . (5.3.9)
Now that we obtained the optimal terminal wealth, the optimal wealth path for ¢ € [0, Tg| can

be determined by substituting W;R into the asset pricing equation (5.3.5). This results in the
following general expression for the optimal wealth path:

(5.3.10)

Next, we first briefly discuss the benchmark parameter choices regarding this model setup. Then,
the optimal investment strategy that finances the above optimal final wealth path is determined.

5.3.1 Benchmark parameter values

The same benchmark parameter values as described in Section 3.4 are used with regard to
the financial market, the individual’s preferences and the model timeline. With respect to the
mortality rates for the individual, the benchmark data is taken as stated in Section 4.2.1. The
corresponding benchmark paramater values for the annuity factor price resulting from the esti-
mation procedure in Section 4.2, can be found in Table 4.1.

The introduced funding ratio process also contains parameters for the asset allocation of the
pension fund and duration of the pension liabilities. Benchmark values of these parameters are
chosen based on the characteristics of the largest pension fund for which APG manages the net
pension plan, which is ABP. For the year 2017, the asset mix of ABP consisted of roughly 60%
equity and 40% fixed income securities (ABP, 2018b). The average duration of the liabilities was
approximately 18 years. For the start of the funding ratio process, we assume an equilibrium
situation in which the assets exactly equal the liabilities of the pension fund. The resulting
benchmark values are reported in Table 5.1.
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parameter symbol value
Asset allocation pension fund

Equity exposure o 0.6
Fixed income securities exposure of 0.4
Initial funding ratio Gy 1.0
Maturity of pension liabilities (years) [ 18.0

Table 5.1: Benchmark parameter values funding ratio

5.4 Optimal investment strategy total wealth

To determine the investment strategy that yields the highest expected utility of pension wealth,
we first need to obtain an explicit expression for the optimal wealth path (5.3.10). This is realized
in the following manner. First of all, applying [t6’s lemma to the annuity factor a; results in the
following geometric Brownian motion dynamics with a time-independent diffusion coefficient:

da 1

Qar _ <_¢m(f — 1) + 2¢2a£> dt — o, dZ]. (5.4.1)
at

Then, using the annuity factor dynamics, the dynamics of the pricing kernel under the money
market account numeraire (3.2.9) and the dynamics of the funding ratio (5.2.2), the closed-form

expression of the pricing kernel under the new numeraire becomes

f t+s 1 t+s
s :exp{—(1—¢ﬁ)/ Ty du — ( \1)]\2+01>5—/ D’dZu},
M, ¢ 2 ¢ (5.4.2)

My = aoG,
where
UV=A\—o04+vY0.€3, (5.4.3)
¢1 = P — 2D(1)D(h) — e2D*(I) — %111203 — Aoy + 0T (5.4.4)

The vector e; denotes the i-th unit vector. For ]\Z, a similar functional form as the pricing
kernel under the money market account numeraire is chosen. We refer to Appendix O for the
derivation of (5.4.2). Then, we are able to find the following explicit expression for the conditional
expectation of the pricing kernel (5.4.2) to a general power:

VAN
e s t<s< TR
(Mt> ] (5.4.5)

= exp {—x (EL(S — t) + D(S — t)(l - ’ﬂ/})rt)} )

O, s, x;1t) = By
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where

Lo

() = — (o 1) |AIPu+ (r-

202(1 — k)2
52

) (1 k) (u — D(u))~

(;u — D(u) + iD(Qu)) + ciu. (5.4.6)

We refer to Appendix P for the derivation of the function C:)(t, s,x;7¢). Applying this function
yields the following explicit expression for the optimal terminal wealth path (5.3.10):

1 ~

(M \ " etTr1-1tr
Wi =W [ =t ot : 2
MO @<07TR) 1- ;;TO)

= Woexp {i ((1 ~ ) /Ot rodu+ G 1) + c1> by ,;'zt>} x (5.4.7)

exp { ! ; 7 (a(TR — ) — a(Tr) + (1 — k) (D(Tg — t)re — D(TR)r0)> } .

Note that the diffusion terms of this optimal terminal wealth process originate from the stan-
dard two-dimensional Brownian motion in the pricing kernel dynamics and the corresponding
Brownian motion that governs the short rate process r:. Applying a multivariate version of Itd’s
formula, derived in Appendix K, results in the following dynamics for the optimal terminal wealth
process (See Appendix Q for a formal derivation):

ot A7 * 1 1
dlog W = plosWe (¢, 1) dt + ;ﬂ'dZt — (1 — 7) (1 —=4yr)D(Tg —t)o,dZ], (5.4.8)

where 1108 Wi (t,r¢) is the drift of the process expressed as a general function of the investment
horizon and the short rate. Note that the log dynamics stated above has a level-independent
drift and volatility. This optimal wealth path development leads to the desired optimal terminal
wealth W}R over time.

Now that the development of the optimal terminal wealth path is known, the question remains on
how to allocate the individual’s assets over time to finance these desired pension liabilities. We can
identify the optimal investment strategy following steps similar to Chapter 3. The total wealth
of the individual under the new numeraire (5.3.3) contains the decision variable w;, which stems
from the total wealth expression under the money market account numeraire. The development
of this process under the new numeraire is proven to satisfy the following SDE (See Appendix Q
for the proof):

dlog Wy = B Wi (t,ry) dt + (S'wy — oy + hores) dZ, (5.4.9)

where 118 Wi (t,r¢) is the drift of the process expressed as a general function of the investment
horizon and the short rate. Note that once again these log dynamics exhibit a level-independent
drift and volatility.

Applying the concept of replication or liability hedging, we are able to derive the optimal in-
vestment strategy for the terminal wealth problem (5.3.6, 5.3.7). The optimal portfolio fractions
w; are chosen such that the individual’s pension wealth process W3, for which the log dynamics
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dependent on the decision variable are stated in (5.4.9), replicates the optimal terminal wealth
path Wy. Therefore, the diffusion terms of the dynamics (5.4.9) and (5.4.8) must be identical.
This optimality condition results in the following optimal investment strategy for ¢ € [0, Tg]:

w* = 12? + (1 - i) @, (5.4.10)

e 1A 1\ (DTR—)  $(L-kDTx-1) D) __p
S (l ) ( Dy | D) DI ) ’( |
54.11

where the the optimal asset allocation in the locally risk-free asset is residually determined as

wB* =1 - Wl — Wi (5.4.12)
This investment strategy is displayed in Figure 5.1 for the benchmark parameters values dis-
cussed in Section 5.3.1. Next, we discuss the components that constitute this optimal investment
strategy of total wealth.

On a portfolio level, we observe that the optimal investment strategy wj consists of a convex com-
bination of two components, of which the weights are determined by the degree of risk aversion.
The first component is the mean-variance tangency portfolio. The second component represents a
hedging portfolio which minimizes the individual’s risk with respect to changes in the investment
opportunity set and the mandatory annuity purchase. These identified components are similar to
the composition of the optimal investment strategy of the investment-linked drawdown account,
stated in Section 3.5.3. An infinitely risk averse investor would therefore target a particular pen-
sion entitlement with certainty, ignoring potential risk premia benefits, as discussed in Section
4.3. Note that in contrast with the stochastic investment strategy in Section 3.5.3, this optimal
investment strategy is deterministic and therefore independent of the level of the state variables
ry and Wt. This is partly a result of the choice of the annuity simplification proposed in Chapter 4.

Regarding the optimal portfolio fractions on an asset level, we can first of all observe from (5.4.10)
that the allocation in stocks is once again constant over both time and the economic state space.
Note that besides the speculative demand, the stock allocation now also consists of a hedging
component that originates from the funding ratio surcharge on the annuity purchase at retire-
ment. This hedging component is equal to the stock exposure in the asset mix of the underlying
pension fund. The optimal allocation in bonds stated in (5.4.11) also serves both a speculative
and an intertemporal hedge purpose. In contrast to the speculative demand, the hedge demand
of the bond is time-dependent and generally decreases as the investment horizon shortens, as
can be observed in Figure 5.1. The hedge demand of the bond can intuitively be split up into
three components: the first term and second term coincide with the first and second component
respectively, and the last two terms form the third component.

The first component represents a hedging term for possible changes in the term structure of inter-
est rates and therefore equals a zero-coupon bond with a maturity of the remaining investment
horizon. However, since this zero-coupon bond is not available in the market (unless h = T —t
at a particular time), the desired duration is obtained by taking a corresponding position in the
available zero-coupon bond. This component eventually reduces to zero at time of retirement, as
can be observed in Figure 5.1.
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Figure 5.1: Optimal investment strategy total wealth
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The left figure displays the optimal investment strategy split up into the identified components that serve different
purposes. The right figure is the corresponding net allocation in the available asset menu. In both figures, the

color green corresponds with the zero-coupon bond, red with the equity index and blue with the risk-free asset.

The second component denotes a hedge demand with respect to the mandatory annuity purchase
at retirement. We can see that the desired hedge position is a function of the annuity factor
parameter 1, the speed of mean reversion s and once again the Vasicek duration of the remaining
investment horizon. The term (1 — kD(Tg — t)) should always lie between zero and one under
a correct parameterization, therefore always resulting in a non-negative annuity factor hedge
demand. This hedge demand is generally increasing as one approaches retirement, which can be
observed in Figure 5.1. Furthermore, since the Vasicek duration is also a function of the speed
of mean reversion, we have the following limiting behavior of this term:

lim(1—-kD(Tgr—1t)) =1,

k—0

lim (1 -xD(Tr —t)) =0,

K—00

lim (1 -xD(Tr—1t)) =0.

Tr—o0

Therefore, in case of very low mean reversion of the short rate, the individual prefers to start
hedging the annuity risk despite of a large remaining investment horizon and vice versa. In case
the remaining investment horizon is (unreasonably) large, the mean reversion becomes insignifi-
cant and the individual prefers to disregard the annuity risk when composing the contemporary
hedge portfolio. The annuity risk in general is hedged by taking the appropriate position in the
available zero-coupon bond that matches the implied duration exposure of the annuity purchase,
which is represented by the estimated coefficient 1.

The third component once again denotes a horizon-independent hedging demand that originates
from the funding ratio surcharge, similar to the stock hedging demand. We can observe two
opposing effects. Firstly, the term D(l)/D(h) reduces the bond hedge demand. This can be
explained by the fact that the dynamics of the funding ratio is partially determined by the de-
velopment of the value of the pension liabilities. Since we chose to model these pension liabilities
as a zero-coupon bond with a particular duration, these liabilities act as an implicit hedging
position for the individual. For example, a situation occurs where the value of the pension fund
portfolio increases as result of a rise in bond prices. Then, the pension liabilities develop parallel
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to the bond portfolio resulting from a perfect correlation of bonds with different maturities in
the Vasicek model. This development of the value of liabilities tempers the overall funding ratio
increase and therefore the surcharge on the annuity purchase. Secondly, the bond exposure in
the asset mix of the underlying pension fund increases the hedging demand with respect to the
funding ratio surcharge. Hence, the two described effects exhibit opposing directions with regard
to the desired bond demand in the hedge portfolio.

Next, we perform a sensitivity analysis on this optimal investment strategy with respect to a
selection of assumed benchmark parameter values.

5.4.1 Sensitivity analysis

In order to test the robustness of the optimal investment strategy displayed in Figure 5.1 with
respect to the assumed benchmark parameter value set, a brief sensitivity analysis is performed
with respect to a number of relevant parameters.

First of all, we take into consideration the only behavioral parameter present in the investment
strategy, namely the degree of risk aversion (7). In practice, it has been proven difficult to accu-
rately estimate the degree of risk aversion for a certain individual or group of individuals. The
benchmark degree of risk aversion is also solely based on convention in comparable works on
lifetime asset allocation. Therefore, a significant uncertainty regarding this parameter value for
the net pension top-up plan participants is present. One could obtain a more precise benchmark
value by estimating the degree of risk aversion for this group by an appropriate survey for exam-
ple. A mismatch between the assumed and the actual degree of risk aversion can indeed result in
significant welfare losses, as reported by .e.g. Bovenberg et al. (2007). Therefore, the effect of a
possible deviation of the benchmark degree of risk aversion on the optimal investment strategy
is interesting to analyze.

In Figure 5.2 asset fractions over time for the three different asset types are displayed for three
different degrees of risk aversion, ceteris paribus the remaining parameter value set discussed in
Section 5.3.1. Note that the benchmark value of the degree of risk aversion is included. Regarding
the equity allocation, we observe only a slight decrease for a significantly higher degree of risk
aversion. For the same relative deviation resulting in a lower degree of risk aversion, the asset
increase is significantly higher. The same effect can be detected for the bond allocation, only
manifested even stronger. The shifts for the bond allocation are not entirely parallel, since the
degree of risk aversion affects the allocation in the time-dependent hedging portfolio. For v = 2,
the curvature of the glide path near the retirement date appears to be less present than for v = 5.

Next we consider the financial market benchmark parameter values. Regarding the risk premia
and the equity volatility, the effects on the optimal investment strategy are straightforward since
their presence is restricted to the mean-variance tangency portfolio. However, the effect of pa-
rameter value deviations with respect to the short rate process is quite complex. This complexity
is partly caused by the fact that the estimated coefficient of the annuity factor simplification ¢
is also affected by parameter value changes in the short rate process. Therefore, we focus on the
effects of the assumed benchmark values for speed of mean reversion (), long-run equilibrium
short rate (7) and the short rate volatility (o).
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Figure 5.2: Optimal investment strategy total wealth for different v
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In this figure, the line color corresponds with the asset type and the line type indicates the degree of risk aversion
of the glide path.

In order to analyze the effect of an inaccurate parameter value for {k,7, 0, } on the investment
strategy, the following steps are taken. First of all, the effect of the three parameter values on
the estimated coefficient for ¥ needs to be mapped. Therefore, the procedure stated in Section
4.2.2 is repeated varying one particular parameter value ceteris paribus the remaining benchmark
parameter value set. Secondly, the effect on the investment strategy of a unilateral deviation of
either k,7 or o, can be determined. Since the bond allocation exhibits horizon-dependence, the
effect needs to be determined for the participant’s entire working life. The resulting bond frac-
tions for different parameter values over the entire horizon are displayed in Appendix R.

Regarding the speed of mean reversion, the following can be deduced from Figure R.la. The
chosen benchmark value appears to result in a relatively low glide path. A true speed of mean
reversion that is higher than the benchmark value, would result in a bond allocation deficiency
over the entire horizon. This can be partly explained by the fact that the implicit hedge compo-
nent of the pension fund liabilities decreases in this situation. On the other hand, a low speed
of mean reversion tends to increase the desired bond fraction. This increase in particular applies
to the young, partly in order to appropriately hedge the annuity risk. A low speed of mean
reversion implies low predictability regarding the interest rate and leads to more uncertainty of
the governing interest rate at a particular future retirement date. Therefore, a decreasing speed
of mean reversion implies an increasing estimated coefficient of 1.

From Figure R.1b, one can conclude that a deviation from the benchmark value for the long-run
equilibrium short rate only slightly impacts the desired bond fraction path. This parameter does
not appear in the optimal investment strategy (5.4.11) and only affects the investment strategy
through the estimated coefficient of . In general, an increasing long-run equilibrium short rate
exerts a decreasing effect on the annuity factor. This leads to a smaller estimated coefficient
1, since a bond with a lower duration would suffice to accurately represent the annuity factor.
In figure R.1b, this effect is observed by a lower bond fraction near retirement for lower values of 7.

Considering the value for the volatility of the short rate, in Figure R.1c it can be observed that
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the shape of the bond fraction path over the investment horizon remains quite identical for dif-
ferent values of o,.. However, a true parameter value which is slightly higher than the benchmark
value seems to imply a significant lower bond fraction over the entire horizon. This effect is
mainly attributed to the fact that o, also affects the desired mean-variance tangency portfolio.
In general, an increase in o, would also result in an increase of the estimated coefficient v, since
this shift implies more uncertainty regarding the annuity factor. However, this effect is rather
marginal compared to the impact of o, on the speculative bond demand.

All in all, taking into account the magnitude of parameter deviations needed to acquire sub-
stantial deviations in the bond fraction allocation path, we can conclude that the investment
strategy with regard to the short rate process benchmark values is rather robust. General un-
certainty with respect to the degree of risk aversion would possibly exert a larger impact on the
investment strategy.

5.5 Human capital specification

The specification of the existing human capital eventually affects the optimal financial wealth
allocation. Therefore, a realistically defined human capital process is a requirement for an ade-
quate investment strategy. In Chapter 3, we considered human capital to be bond-like as well
as constant over time and deterministic. With only a labor income component, this resulted
in a definition of human capital (3.3.4) with corresponding dynamics (3.5.14). As discussed in
Chapter 4, we retain the bond-like human capital specification, backed by empirical evidence.
Therefore, the short rate is not incorporated in the growth rate of the labor income process. In
case the human capital definition remains as stated above, we can then easily derive that under
the new numeraire the financial wealth allocation is obtained by the same adjustments to the
total wealth allocation as under the cash numeraire, given in (3.5.16).

However, employees generally do not start out in a top-up plan immediately at the beginning
of their career. Therefore, in order to distinguish between periods of one’s career in which he
is eligible or not eligible for participation in a top-up plan, the labor income needs to exhibit
growth. Consequently, we redefine the labor income component subject to a growth rate and
possible exposures to the risk factors present in the stated economy. In accordance with e.g.
Munk and Sgrensen (2010), the dynamics of labor income are defined as

dY;

S py(t)dt + o, dZ;, 0 <t <Tg, (5.5.1)

where o'yT = (pys, \ /1= pis) and the drift term is equal to the growth rate of the labor income
fty(t), which is a deterministic function of time. The term p,; denotes the correlation between the
stock and the labor income. Note that the labor income process is fully spanned and therefore the
assumption of a complete financial market remains valid. In case this redefined labor income is
the sole component of human capital, following Equation (3.3.4), human capital can be expressed
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for t € [0, TR] as:

H =Y: /tTR exp{a(s —t) — D(s — t)r;}, with (5.5.2)

a(s — 1) = —a(s —t) — Noy(s —t) - "i

Or

(=)= D(s =) +logp + [ y(w)du

where p; denotes the premium contribution rate as percentage of the labor income at time t¢.
Applying the multivariate version of [t6’s lemma given in Appendix K on human capital defined
as a function of the short rate and the labor income process, results in the following human
capital dynamics:

dH, . _
T pe(t,r, V) dt + (\ /1 —p2s — Dﬁar> Azl + pysdZP,  with (5.5.3)
o — Jo " D) expla(h) — D(R)re} dh

Y R expla(h) — D(B)r}dh

(5.5.4)

Then, according to the composition of total wealth (3.3.3), the optimal asset allocation for
financial wealth can easily be derived to be

Pys
* Ht * Ht gs

D) — o D(h)

following a similar derivation as in Appendix M. The quantity D is given in (5.5.4).

Nonetheless, since we are interested in the investment strategy for the top-up plan, stochasticity
in the labor income process brings forth complications with regard to the identification of the
time point of entry in the top-up plan (Tg). A deterministic point of entry keeps the timelines
tractable and in order to accomplish this, we assume o, = 0. Under this assumption, (5.5.5)
almost reduces to (3.5.16), between which the deterministic growth rate in a(s — t) is the sole
distinction. Now that the point of entry is deterministic and therefore known ex ante, guaranteed
pension benefits with regard to the second pillar pension are also tractable in this model setup.
As discussed in Section 2.2.1, a top-up pension plan implies different forms of guaranteed pen-
sion benefits. First of all, the first pillar pension (AOW) is a state guaranteed pension benefit.
Secondly, the underlying occupational pension plan that the top-up plan participant buys into
at the retirement date, also forms a pension benefit basis besides the accumulated pension right
in the top-up plan. The effect of such guarantees on the financial wealth investment strategy is
also discussed in Section 3.5.5, only for a pension that consists of an investment-linked drawdown
account.

In this model setup, we treat both the first and second pillar pension as guaranteed pension
benefits. The second pillar yearly pension benefit can then be expressed as

Tg
H® =¢ ( /0 Yy = Y]y du+ (T = 1) (Tr - TE>) , (5.5.6)

where ¢ denotes the pension right accrual rate in the occupational pension scheme over the
pensionable salary. The cut-off point of the pensionable salary is represented by Y, whereas the
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AOW offset is denoted by T. This leads to the following specification of the guaranteed yearly
pension benefit amount:

HY2) = AOW + H®. (5.5.7)

The actual component of human capital that consists of labor income for ¢ € [0, Tr| with respect
to the net pension top-up plan, is therefore equal to

np Tt Mt+h .
H'” = E, K(t+h) 25 qn| , with (5.5.8)
0 M
0 for u € [0,T
K(u) = _ foruel0Tp) (5.5.9)
pu(Yy —7Y) forue [Tg,Tg)

In the next section, we discuss the benchmark parameter values with respect to these components
of human capital.

5.5.1 Benchmark parameter values

First of all, the benchmark parameter values with respect to the human capital process are an
addition to the parameter values discussed in Section 5.3.1. The chosen values are displayed in
Table 5.2.

The AOW amount is taken with respect to a single individual in the year 2018' and the pension-
able salary cut-off is coherent with the net pension discussed in Section 2.2.1. Both the second
pillar pension accrual rate and the AOW offset are taken as most recently reported by ABP
(2018b), the largest pension fund to facilitate a net pension plan. Regarding the parameters of
the income process, the following simplistic calibration is performed. Based on the 2018 income
data of all participants of ABP, the average age of the individuals who would be eligible for the
net pension for the first time, is 52 years, which implies Tr = 27. The initial labor income at age
25 and the deterministic growth rate are chosen in such a way, that the individual is eligible to
participate in the net pension for a corresponding 16 years (since T = 43). Note that the deter-
ministic time of entry Ty is therefore implied by the choice of 11,/ (t) and Yj. One can observe that
for the benchmark values in Table 5.2, the corresponding T is indeed equal to 27. Regarding
the fiscal maximum pension contribution rates (p;) for the net pension, the benchmark values
are provided in the left column of Table B.1 in Appendix B.

By opting a constant p,(t), we choose for a linear growth pattern of the labor income. A linear
income growth pattern is generally inaccurate to represents one’s career path. However, in this
setup, it is merely a benchmark choice that determines the weight assigned to the guaranteed
pension and therefore the pension wealth resulting from the net pension top-up plan. Further
calibration of the labor income career pattern of the population of potential top earners could
be performed in order to accurately represent the labor income process. For now, this is outside
of the scope of this thesis.

In the next section, we consider the implications of the identified human capital components on
the optimal investment strategy in case of the newly introduced numeraire.

"https://www.svb.nl/int/nl/aow/hoogte_aow/bedragen/
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parameter symbol value
First and second pillar pension

State pension (yearly, €) AOW 14,176
Pensionable salary cut-off (€) T 105,075
State pension offset (€) T 13,350
Accrual rate second pillar pension 0.01875

Income process

Income growth rate (continuously)  j,(t) log(1.03)
Initial income (yearly, €) Yo 47,000

Table 5.2: Benchmark parameter values human capital

5.5.2 Optimal investment strategy financial wealth in a top-up plan

Both the specified guarantees and the part of the labor income that is eligible for the net pension,
affect the optimal investment strategy for financial wealth in the top-up plan. As a result of the
changed numeraire of the economy, taking into account guarantees is not straightforward. Recall
that for the terminal wealth problem in this chapter, the utility of the pension right at the
retirement date is maximized. The pension benefit guarantee therefore acts as a constant yearly
amount under the new numeraire, to be added to the converted pension wealth resulting from
the top-up plan at Tg. Contrary to the financial wealth and human capital eligible for the net
pension top-up plan, this guaranteed amount is not subject to the mandatory conversion regime
implied by the numeraire. Consequently, total wealth under the new numeraire cannot easily
be split up into the different identified components. Evaluating the composition of total wealth
under the cash numeraire appears to be more suitable for the situation at hand. Therefore, total
wealth under the cash numeraire, taking into account the conversion regime and the guarantees,
can be expressed as follows:

Wt(w;) _ Ft(9f) + thp +H(1’2)(ath)
=% L g 4 A, Ty <t<Tp, (5.5.10)

where Wt(w:) represents total wealth subject to the optimal investment strategy specified in
(5.4.10) and (5.4.11). Ft(g’t) represents the financial wealth process subject to an optimal in-
vestment strategy. Note that the defined quantity A; reduces to the guaranteed yearly pension
entitlement H(12) after conversion. Regarding financial and net pension human wealth, the fol-
lowing boundary conditions apply:

o) _ g

e : (5.5.11)

np _
Hyp =

which implies that total wealth at time Tk solely consists of the ex ante known pension guarantee

and the accrued financial wealth in the top-up plan.

Determining the dynamics of (5.5.10) and applying the concept of replication, yields the following
optimal asset allocation strategy regarding financial wealth in the top-up plan for t € [Tg, TR)
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(see Appendix S for the full derivation):

_ _ ~ S
an At H”P 0 At w
0 =1+t + 2w — =L - = . 5.5.12
! ( " Fi +Ft>wt F,o\ o8 Fy \ bor—oy |’ ( )
D(h) o D(h)
where

Tr=t D(h) Pl K (t + h) dh

DtHE 0
STt PRE (t 4 h) dh

(5.5.13)

with K (u) as defined in (5.5.9). The median of this optimal investment strategy resulting from
a simulation study with the discussed benchmark parameter values, is displayed in Figure 5.3.
From (5.5.12), we can observe that the strategy for the top-up plan’s financial wealth is affected
by the market value of the labor income eligible for the top-up plan, the actual accrued financial
wealth in the top-up plan and the market value of the guarantee under the cash numeraire.
Contrary to the optimal financial strategy of financial wealth for the IDC scheme specified in
Chapter 3, the guarantee plays a direct role in the asset allocation instead of manifesting through
the remaining duration of human capital D}?.

Figure 5.3: Optimal median investment strategy financial wealth
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Medians are based on n = 10,000 scenario paths. In figure (b), the shaded areas represent the interquartile range
of the simulated scenarios corresponding to the median with the same color. The interquartile range for the first
one and a half year in the top-up plan is not displayed because of heavy fluctuations of this stochastic investment

strategy.

In Figure 5.3, the classical life-cycle pattern of the asset holdings can be observed, similar to the
life-cycle pattern for the IDC scheme in Figure 3.3. However, one particular difference occurs.
At time of retirement, the median optimal portfolio composition for financial wealth does not
coincide with the median optimal portfolio composition for total wealth in Figure 5.1. This is
caused by taking into account the guarantee H1?), which implies the total human capital is not
depleted at retirement. When comparing the total and financial wealth strategies in Figures 5.1
and 5.3 at Tk, one can conclude that taking into account the guarantee would lead to approxi-
mately 20% additional equity holdings and 40% additional bond holdings. Hence, the guarantee
actually implies an increase in the desired bond fraction instead of acting as a substitute. This
effect, only smaller, is also found and addressed in Section 3.5.5.
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With respect to the desired equity allocation of financial wealth, a general decreasing pattern is
observed for the median portfolio composition. The equity allocation at the time of entry in the
top-up plan starts out quite high and seems to converge over time judging from the volatility
pattern. This effect can be explained by the fact that both the ratios A;/F; and H{'* | F} are large
at the start of the top-up plan due to a small amount of accrued pension wealth in this plan. A
slower decrease over the lifetime is observed for the desired bond fraction, which is caused by the
interplay between the dynamics of the guarantee and the remaining duration of human capital
eligible for the top-up plan.

Note that this investment strategy for financial wealth is a stochastic investment strategy. In
Figure 5.3b, it becomes clear that the variability for the first few years after time of entry is
significantly large. Then, the variability reduces over age to zero at Tr. Compared to Figure
3.3b, the variability is larger for all ages, which can be attributed to the fact that the pension
guarantee under the cash numeraire exhibits significant uncertainty. Once again, a significant
short position is taken for the entire duration of the top-up plan in order to finance the desired
exposure to equity and the available bond.

5.5.3 Sensitivity with respect to the entry time

Generally, participants in the net pension top-up plan do not all enter the plan at exactly the same
age. A substantial spread is observed in the data for ABP. However, APG operates a uniform
life-cycle investment strategy with regard to these plans for the foreseeable future. Therefore,
the impact of the entry age on the desired financial wealth asset allocation in the top-up plan is
an interesting factor to analyze.

In order to establish an earlier entry time of the individual in the top-up plan, we choose to
retain the same labor income growth rate and increase the initial income Yj. In other words, an
upward parallel shift of the labor income process is created, resulting in an extended window of
eligibility for the top-up plan and a larger second pillar pension guarantee. In Figure 5.4, the me-
dian optimal asset fractions of financial wealth are displayed for T € {6, 15,27}, corresponding
with initial incomes of respectively Yy € {47,000; 67,000; 87,000}. The ages of the participants
at the three different T will respectively be 31, 40 and 52, for which the latter corresponds with
the benchmark scenario. We can observe that the optimal asset allocation substantially differs
for the three different times of entry.

One can observe from Figure 5.4 that the desired asset fractions differ substantially for a par-
ticipant who just entered the top-up plan compared to a participant that has been in the plan
for more than five years. This is a consequence of the fact that the participant who just entered
the plan, has little financial wealth corresponding to this top-up plan. Therefore, this participant
strives for a relatively higher exposure to equity. Regarding the fraction of equity, to a certain
extent a converge over time is displayed for all three entry ages. The equity fraction for entry
age 31 acts as a lower bound over time for the equity fractions corresponding to the higher entry
ages. For the entry ages 31 and 40, only minor rebalancing of the equity fraction is needed from
age 50 until Tr. This converging pattern over time is weaker for the bond fraction. Therefore,
the equity fractions for the three different entry ages exhibit a smaller spread at Tr compared
to the bond fractions.
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Note that the portfolio compositions for the three entry times are not identical copies of each
other at different horizons. Different implicit positions in the pension guarantee and different
present values of labor income eligible for the top-up plan cause heterogeneity in the shape of
glide paths for the three entry times. As the time of entry increases, the bond and equity fractions
undergo a relatively quicker descent over the remaining horizon. The bond fractions for entry
ages 40 and 51 also exhibit a significant drop near the retirement date, which results in a lower
fraction in bonds compared to equity. This pattern seems absent for the high entry age 52. One
explanation could be that for lower entry ages, the opportunity occurs to spread the hedging of
interest rate risk with respect to annuity purchase at Tg over a relatively larger time window.
Therefore, the participant can afford a lower exposure to bonds near retirement. Next, we direct
our attention towards the resulting replacement rates for the different horizons in the top-up plan.

Figure 5.4: Optimal median investment strategy financial wealth for different Ty
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In Figure 5.5, simulated densities of the replacement rate for the three different entry times are
displayed. The replacement rate is the ratio of the acquired pension benefit at time of retirement
versus the last earned labor income. These densities correspond to the application of the optimal
strategy of financial wealth (5.5.12) on the same scenario set on which the medians in Figure
5.4 are based. Because of the pension benefit guarantee, the replacement rate never falls below
a threshold of approximately 50% for all three times of entry in the top-up plan. All three the
densities are right-skewed, for which the skewness is negatively correlated with the entry age.
The volatility of the replacement rate is the lowest for entry age 52. This can be explained by
the fact that over a shorter horizon in the top-up plan, the portfolio returns cannot significantly
diverge. One can observe that a for an entry age of 52 the mean replacement rate is approximately
80%. This is the lowest of the three entry ages. The mean replacement rate for entry age 31 in
the top-up plan is significantly higher, with approximately 135%. Of course, the early entry
individual also acquires a higher second pillar pension guarantee in absolute terms. But, on the
other hand, this individual is also subject to possible negative portfolio returns in the top-up
plan. Apparently, being able to access a DC top-up plan at a young age, in which significant risk
is taken the first few years, yields a higher relative pension wealth in this setup.
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Figure 5.5: Simulated density of the replacement rate for different Ty
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The simulated densities for Tg € {6,15,27} are based on the endpoints (Tr) of n = 10,000 scenario paths.

Recall that the labor income specification is deterministic in the results above. Therefore, the
treated maximization problem implicitly represents a problem in which habit formation is present,
similar to the study of Cairns et al. (2006) discussed in Chapter 4. So, the optimal total and
financial wealth strategies for a goal function in which the expectation of the replacement rate
is maximized at Tg, are equal to the strategies discussed above.

5.6 Discussion and concluding remarks

In this section, we discuss the drawbacks and complications of the developed life-cycle model
setup and the resulting benchmark investment strategy regarding the top-up plan. These lim-
itations often imply opportunities for further research. First of all, assuming log normality for
the stock price index (the Black-Scholes assumption) seems a misspecification based on empir-
ical evidence of e.g. volatility clustering. Therefore, in reality the optimal investment strategies
might be slightly different. However, one could argue that over long investment horizons, the
Black-Scholes assumption is sufficiently accurate to capture the desired exposures to the type
of asset that is equity. Secondly, it is well-known that a one-factor interest rate model cannot
accurately capture the entire yield curve. This simplification could also possibly have an impact

on the optimal investment strategy.

In the life-cycle model, the funding ratio specification is chosen in such a way, that the returns of
the process exhibit independent, identically distributed log normal returns. In practice, a large
set of regulatory restrictions and policies keeps the funding ratio from falling below a certain
threshold and a particular solvency goal is targeted. This behavior might have an impact on the
desired funding ratio related components in the hedge portfolio. Nonetheless, one could argue
that the impact of naively modeling the funding ratio is only small, as extremely well and ex-
tremely poor scenario developments of the funding ratio balance each other out. On a related
note, concerning the human capital specification, the second pillar occupational pension is spec-
ified as a guarantee and therefore risk-free in our model. However, in case the pension fund’s
portfolio has poor performance and the funding ratio falls, cuts and withholding indexation
of the second pillar pension benefits might occur in practice. Therefore, the desired add-on of
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risk as a result of the pension guarantees, might be less in reality due to an increase in uncertainty.

For the benchmark optimal portfolio composition of financial wealth in the top-up plan, one
should realize that this life-cycle strategy carries substantial dependence on the chosen bench-
mark parameter values. In order to capture this fact and create insight in the effect of certain
benchmark choices, we performed a number of sensitivity analyses with respect to these parame-
ter values. However, the goal of this thesis is to create a life-cycle model in which clear economic
intuition is embedded and dependencies can be studied, rather than to create an instantly ap-
plicable life-cycle strategy. Although the benchmark parameter values are chosen with care and
substantial reasoning, further calibration of certain quantities might be necessary, for example
with respect to the level of risk aversion.

Taking into consideration the benchmark optimal investment strategies of both financial and
total wealth, we observe significant short positions over the entire horizon. As it is common
practice for pension funds not to work with leveraged portfolios when it comes to DC asset
allocation, a mapping of the desired exposures into a ‘feasible’ life-cycle strategy needs to take
place. For example, the short position in cash and long position in the available bond can be
replicated by a portfolio of swaps. Moreover, in our financial market, we only have access to one
zero-coupon bond with a constant maturity. In practice, there exists of course a wide variety of
bonds with different maturities and risk characteristics that can be used to obtain the desired

optimal duration and risk exposure resulting from the life-cycle model.

As was mentioned, APG operates a uniform life-cycle investment strategy with regard to top-up
plans for the foreseeable future. In this fact, the pension fund manager does not stand alone, as
there barely exist options for tailored (and therefore stochastic) life-cycle funds in the Nether-
lands. However, we observed for instance a large difference in desired life cycles for individuals
that enter the top-up plan at different ages. Therefore, a uniform (benchmark case) life-cycle
strategy is far from optimal. A possible better proposition could be a weighted average of opti-
mal glide paths, where the weights are based on the ages of the participant pool of the top-up
plan. This choice of uniform versus tailored life-cycle pensions also appears when the median
optimal life-cycle is implemented. The optimal investment strategy of financial wealth in this
chapter is a stochastic investment strategy. In case the median of these simulated investment
strategies is implemented, one could end up in a scenario where the median optimal life-cycle
performs very poorly. In case it is possible to conduct a stochastic life-cycle strategy based on a
limited amount of information, this could possibly lead to significant welfare gains, as shown by
e.g. Cairns et al. (2006).



Chapter 6

Investment strategy for top-up plans: a
numerical approach

In this chapter, the fact that the funding ratio surcharge at retirement is subject to a minimum
value, is taken into account. This last main characteristic of the net pension top-up plan is ab-
stracted away from in Chapter 5. As discussed in Chapter 2, the funding ratio surcharge consists
of the larger of the fund’s actual funding ratio at the time of retirement, and the fund’s mini-
mum required solvency (MVEV). This results in a call-option-type expression in the numeraire
of the economy, for which the dynamics are not defined. Also, no suitable theoretical moment
conditions for future returns on the call option can be derived. Therefore, we have to resort to
numerical methods to determine a preferred investment strategy for pension wealth in the top-up
plan in case the minimum surcharge is taken into account.

This guaranteed minimum funding ratio surcharge can influence the optimal investment strategy
in the following way. For example, the economic scenario path has caused the funding ratio level
to drop far below the minimum surcharge with only a small remaining investment horizon. Then,
it is very likely that the individual has to face the minimum surcharge at retirement, which could
result in a decline of the preferred hedge demand with respect to the funding ratio level.

This chapter can be viewed as an extension of Chapter 5. Therefore, the general setup and
assumptions of Chapter 5 are adopted along with the discussed benchmark parameters. Firstly,
the methodology regarding the numerical method and the intuition it rests on, is discussed.
Secondly, the results of the optimization program are discussed, including the sensitivity of the
results

6.1 Methodology

The acquired pension wealth at retirement taking into account the minimum funding ratio sur-
charge, can be expressed as:

W,
Tr ar, max{¥,Gr,}’

(6.1.1)

where the minimum required solvency is denoted as ¥. In case Gy > W for all ¢, the funding ratio
surcharge involves the actual funding ratio, hence represents the situation discussed in Chapter
5. In case Gy < ¥ for all ¢, the funding ratio surcharge consists of the constant term W, which
does not affect the optimization problem of terminal wealth that follows as ¥ is exogenously

61
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determined. It would result in a constant multiplier in case of power utility, which can be ne-
glected. Therefore, an investment strategy that yields the highest expected utility of terminal
wealth Wr, /ar,, represented by {@; : t € [0,TR]}, is optimal in this case. This investment
strategy can easily be derived by equating the funding ratio volatility to zero and following the
theory presented in Chapter 5. The resulting optimal asset allocation for total wealth can then
be expressed as:

oF = izlx + (1 — }y) D(h)™! (D(TR —1)(1 — k) + zp)eg, (6.1.2)

where e; denotes the ¢-th unit vector.

In general, the switching regime between the two described situations (Gy > V¥ for all ¢ and
Gy < ¥ for all t) determines the optimal investment strategy of total wealth W;. This optimal
strategy will therefore be a combination of the optimal investment strategies corresponding to the
two separate situations. Since in both situations the optimal investment strategy is only horizon-
dependent and G exhibits a level-independent expected growth rate, the economic state will not
affect the preferred investment strategy. We express the investment strategy corresponding to the

maximization of the expected utility of WTR as a linear combination of the optimal investment
strategies in the two possible situations:

@) = aw] + (1 — a)wy, (6.1.3)

where @ is stated in (6.1.2) and w; consists of the elements stated in (5.4.10) and (5.4.11). Note
that the investment strategy is a function of the weight «. Intuitively, the weight « that yields
the optimal investment strategy w; should be between zero and one; The individual would never
opt to hedge more than 100% of the funding ratio surcharge risk, even if it were to concern a
highly risk averse individual and vice versa.

Next, the method for determining the optimal value of weight « is described. This method partly
consists of a Monte Carlo simulation of the goal function, dependent on «. The applied method
for process simulation and numerical approximation is described in Section 3.4. The optimization
routine consists of the following steps:

1) Simulate n = 10,000 scenario paths of the short rate r; for ¢ € [0, Tg].

2) Determine the corresponding scenario paths for the funding ratio Gy and the annuity fac-

tor @;. Also determine the total wealth scenario paths subject to the investment strategy
(6.1.3), which for scenario i = 1,...,n can be expressed as Wé‘;t(a)).
= (@i(a))

3) Based on the n scenarios, calculate the estimate of E [u <WTR >} , which is stated as

follows:
ot (e
al®) = = Z U ’
n ary,; max{¥, G, ;}

4) Determine the certainty equivalent return (cer) based on the certainty equivalent (ce)
corresponding to the mean of the utility of terminal wealth calculated in step 3). This



LIFE-CYCLE INVESTMENT DESIGN — S.G. Temme 63

certainty equivalent return can be expressed as a function of «:
u”t (@)

=~ =~ - L
W W

5) Determine the weight which maximizes the certainty equivalent return on pension wealth:

o = argmax cer(a).
acR

6) Repeat steps 1) - 5) m = 250 times.
7) Repeat steps 1) - 6) for each ¥ € {0.15:j=0,1,...,20}.
8) Repeat steps 1) - 7) for each v € {2,5,8,10}.

In general, the number of scenario paths n is chosen to be large such that the accuracy of the es-
timate regarding the first moment of the utility of pension wealth is sufficient. The optimization
procedure is replicated m times in order to obtain insight in the robustness of the optimization
results and therefore its reliability. As goal function, the certainty equivalent return rather than
the certainty equivalent itself is chosen. This is because a return is more evident to interpret and
therefore also gives meaning to a specified tolerance level in the optimization function.

The optimal weight is analyzed along the dimensions of two parameters, namely the minimum re-
quired solvency and the level of risk aversion, which can be observed in steps 7) and 8). Naturally,
the level of the minimum funding ratio surcharge affects the optimal investment strategy. For
example, consider a relatively high minimum required solvency compared to the current funding
ratio value. Then, it becomes more likely the individual will end up in the scenario where this
minimum acts as the funding ratio surcharge at retirement. Therefore, the optimal weight o*
should be relatively low. The functional form of the relationship of ¥ and «* is of interest because
of this direct impact. Secondly, as concluded in Section 5.4.1, the optimal investment strategy of
total wealth in Chapter 5 exhibits relatively high sensitivity with respect to the individual’s risk
aversion. The sensitivity of the optimal investment strategy corresponding to the maximization
problem in this chapter, could consequently also be significant with respect to the level of risk
aversion. With this in mind, the optimization routine also incorporates variability over the risk
aversion in order to analyze the possible spread in the results. In the next section, the results of
the optimization routine are discussed.

6.2 Results

For the benchmark risk aversion v = 5, the relationship between the mean of optimal weight
o and the minimum funding ratio surcharge W is depicted in Figure 6.1. First of all, we can
observe that the previously stated intuition regarding the results seems to hold. For relatively low
values of ¥, smaller than 0.4, it is optimal to fully invest in the strategy where the funding ratio
surcharge risk is accounted for. This result is intuitive, as almost surely the minimum required
solvency is exceeded by the funding ratio level at time of retirement. However, for relatively high
values of V¥, it is not optimal to fully commit to the investment strategy where the surcharge
risk is completely ignored. This can be attributed to the fact that the funding ratio starts out at
value one and exhibits a positive drift, which yields apparently a substantial probability of the
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funding ratio exceeding these high values of ¥ at retirement.

Secondly, we can observe from Figure 6.1 that the decline of a* as W increases, is generally steeper
for 0.5 < ¥ < 1 than for ¥ > 1, where Gy is equal to one. This phenomenon could be explained
by the concave shape of the power utility function and the distribution of the funding ratio’s
probability mass at retirement. Also, the volatility of the obtained optimal weights is highest for
values of W near 0.5 and exhibits a slightly decreasing pattern in W for values larger than 0.5.
The following explanation can be provided for this phenomenon; For ¥ near 0.5, the effect of
a single scenario path that results in the minimum funding ratio surcharge at retirement, has a
significant impact on the optimal investment strategy weight through @(®. Therefore, a larger

spread of a* resulting from the optimization routine can be observed in this area.

Figure 6.1: Optimal weight o* for different minimum funding ratio surcharges ¥
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The mean of optimal weight o based on m replications, is depicted for different values of U. The shaded area

denotes the 2.5 - 97.5 percentile range of the m replications.

Next, we take into consideration the sensitivity of the optimal weight for different levels of risk
aversion. From Table 6.1, we can detect a negative relationship between the level of risk aversion
and the optimal weight for relatively low values of W. However, for relatively high values of ¥, the
correlation between the level of risk aversion and the optimal weight is positive. Note that the op-
timal weight spread between v = 10 and v = 2 is significantly larger for ¥ = 0.6 than for ¥ = 1.4.

For a highly risk averse individual, the observed decline of a* in ¥ for relatively low values of ¥
is steeper compared to a risk loving individual. On the other hand, for relatively high values of ¥,
the optimal weight level for a highly risk averse individual is relatively higher compared to a risk
loving individual. Regarding the volatility of the optimized weights, for a risk loving individual
there seems to be a generally wider spread of a*. This can be explained by the fact that the
mean-variance tangency portfolio is substantially larger for this individual compared to a more
risk averse individual. This yields a more volatile portfolio performance and consequently more
volatile optimal weights. In spite of that, the reported standard deviations are sufficiently small,
thus the results of the optimization routine can be viewed as reliable. All in all, the optimal
weight o is rather robust with respect to the level of risk aversion.
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Table 6.1: Optimal weight o* for different levels of v and ¥

level of risk aversion ()
5 5 S 10

v Mean St. Dev. Mean St. Dev. Mean St.Dev  Mean St. Dev.
0.2 0.9965 0.0085 0.9999 0.0001 0.9999  0.0000 0.9999 0.0000
0.6 0.9433 0.0263 0.8873 0.0209 0.8321 0.0318 0.8019 0.0361
1.0 0.6181 0.0291 0.5540 0.0153 0.5386  0.0169 0.5352 0.0189
1.4 0.3180 0.0287 0.3085 0.0117 0.3413 0.0113 0.3627 0.0134
1.8 0.1509 0.0281 0.1587 0.0106 0.2060  0.0117 0.2395 0.0153

Values for the optimal weight a* corresponding to investment strategy (6.1.3) are displayed in this table for

different levels of risk aversion () and the minimum funding ratio surcharge (¥). The mean and standard
deviation correspond the the m replications in the optimization procedure. Note that for v = 5, the mean values

correspond to Figure 6.1

What is the actual resulting composition of the optimal investment portfolio of total wealth
subject to the benchmark parameter values set? In order to answer this question, we must first
determine the benchmark value for . As discussed in Section 2.2, the minimum required sol-
vency for pension fund ABP in 2017 was equal to approximately 104%. We therefore choose the
benchmark value ¥ = 1.04. The corresponding mean optimal weight o* is approximately 0.525.
For these values, the optimal asset allocation for total wealth is displayed in Figure 6.2 with
regard to the top-up plan horizon.

Comparing this portfolio composition to the optimal portfolio when abstracting away from the
minimum funding ratio surcharge, displayed in Figure 5.1, one can observe the following. The
adjustment in the stock allocation is trivial, since only approximately half of the stock hedge
demand is retained in Figure 6.2. However, the desired bond demand has increased over the entire
horizon by including the minimum surcharge. This can be partially explained by the fact that the
implicit hedge position that is represented by the liabilities of the pension fund, is simultaneously
cut.

Figure 6.2: Optimal asset allocation total wealth for the top-up plan horizon
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The portfolio composition of total wealth is displayed for t € [Tr,Tr] based on o™ = 0.525, corresponding with

the benchmark parameter values, amongst which ¥ = 1.04 and v = 5.



Chapter 7

Conclusion

This chapter concludes the research on optimal life-cycle investment design for Dutch top-up
plans. Firstly, we provide a summary of the performed life-cycle model development and discuss
the main findings. Secondly, the resulting recommendations with regard to the revision of the
life-cycle strategy for top-up plans is discussed. Lastly, relevant suggestions are provided for the
extension of this model in future research.

7.1 Summary

In the Netherlands, a gradual shift to a more individualized pension system can be observed, in
which the individual faces complex investment decisions and bears the consequences of these de-
cisions. An approach from individual perspective when considering strategic asset allocation over
the lifetime, is therefore all the more relevant. Top-up plans such as the net pension represent a
class of pension schemes where the general defined benefit and defined contribution approaches
to pensions collide. Adapted versions of such plans can potentially become a tool to facilitate
more freedom of choice regarding pension accrual in the future.

In this thesis, we developed a model framework in which the optimal life-cycle investment strat-
egy for the net pension top-up plan and similar defined contribution schemes is analyzed. This
framework assumes an expected utility maximizing individual regarding pension wealth, operat-
ing in a complete financial market with two sources of risk: equity risk and interest rate risk. The
explored utility function is the isoelastic utility function. This model captures the main features
of the net pension top-up plan. Pension wealth in the top-up plan is build up through fiscally
maximized premiums. Upon retirement, the accrued wealth in the top-up plan is converted into
a fixed life annuity subject to a funding ratio surcharge. This funding ratio surcharge exhibits a
certain minimum level. For each of these features, we explicitly identified the desired components
of both a speculative and a hedge portfolio within the proposed framework. Sensitivity analyses
have been performed with respect to a sensibly chosen set of benchmark parameter values in
order examen the robustness of the the resulting investment strategies. Also, the top-up plan’s
implicit characteristic of a relatively large build-up of pension rights in the underlying occupa-
tional DB pension scheme, is taken into account. This implies a holistic perspective on retirement
benefits and savings across the three pension pillars.

We have built up this framework in the following way. Firstly, we discussed a general individ-

ual defined contribution scheme which embodies an investment linked-drawdown over the entire
lifetime. The financial market, general assumptions about the individual and wealth processes
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concerning the pension scheme were discussed. Since pension premiums were fixed during the
accumulation phase, the consumption was also exogenously determined in this period. We de-
termined the optimal consumption and asset allocation decision subject to this structural break
and discussed the impact of bond-like human capital and a pension guarantee on the life-cycle
asset allocation. We identified a hedge portfolio for the accumulation phase that consists of a
bond position with a duration equal to the weighted average duration of the remaining con-
sumption in the retirement phase. Secondly, we explored a tractable specification for the annuity
factor in order to suitably model an annuity purchase at retirement. Thereafter, we specified a
terminal wealth problem for the accumulation phase that incorporated a life annuity purchase at
retirement subject to a funding ratio surcharge, where we abstracted away from a certain guar-
anteed minimum surcharge. A change of numeraire technique was applied for this specification
and the optimal investment strategy of total wealth was determined and analyzed. Besides the
well-known speculative (myopic) portfolio, we identified a minimum risk portfolio that is com-
posed of components in both equity and the zero-coupon bond. These components have been
elaborately discussed. Again, the total portfolio is a convex combination of these two portfolios
where the weights are dependent on the level of risk aversion. By including a bond-like human
capital specification, the asset allocation for the financial wealth in the top-up plan was then
determined and analyzed. Lastly, a numerical approach was taken to create insight in the effect
of a minimum funding ratio surcharge on the desired life-cycle glide path. This minimum had
a clear downward effect on the equity hedge demand and an upward effect on the bond hedge
demand.

The developed life-cycle model enabled us to create insight in the interdependencies between
different quantities. We showed that the asset mix of the underlying occupational pension fund
is directly linked to the hedge demand of the individual. Moreover, the liabilities of the pension
fund also represent an implicit hedge position of the individual, which has a decreasing effect
on the bond hedge demand. We also showed that the bond hedge demand with respect to the
annuity factor at retirement is affected by the speed of mean reversion of the interest rate.
Regarding financial wealth in the top-up plan, the assumption on the type of human capital
significantly impacts the desired asset allocation. Also the assumed labor income growth has a
significant impact on the human capital eligible for the top-up plan, as it implicitly determines
the expected time of entry into the plan. Besides that, the level of mean reversion of the individual
generally impacts the optimal investment strategy significantly.

7.2 Recommendations

This thesis provides a theoretical background on the life-cycle principle applied to the individual
defined contribution scheme that is the net pension top-up plan. Asset managers can use the
provided model framework as a handle for decision making and take the theoretical results and
analyses into consideration when composing a life-cycle glide path for similar top-up plans. APG
has prompted a revision of the existing policies of top-up plans, including the net pension and
other similarly defined schemes. This revision is based on recent changes in legislation, which re-
placed a fixed surcharge on the annuity rate with a variable funding ratio surcharge as described
in this thesis. Based on the results and analyses in this thesis, the following recommendations can
be made regarding the revised composition of a uniform and deterministic life-cycle investment
strategy for these plans.
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Firstly, a general increase in equity holdings over the lifetime seems desirable, as the asset mix of
the underlying occupation pension fund directly creates a previously absent equity demand in the
hedge portfolio for an individual in the top-up plan. The minimum funding ratio surcharge may
prevent this equity demand to be as substantial as the equity position of the underlying pension
fund, but it still remains a significant proportion. In case we observe the top-up plan not as a
stand-alone product, the implicit guarantees of the top-up plan also exhibit a general increasing
effect on the demand for (risky) equity. Secondly, the interest rate sensitivity with respect to the
annuity purchase at retirement should be hedged appropriately over the entire life cycle. Because
of a constant uncertainty about the governing interest rate at retirement, it is quite common to
hold a bond component for this purpose in the hedge portfolio even if the investment horizon
is still large. In the current strategy, the build-up of the duration hedge regarding the annuity
purchase is tilted too heavily towards the end of the life-cycle. Thirdly, an accurate calibration of
the level of risk aversion concerning the participant pool is of the utmost importance to acquire
the desired life-cycle strategy. Even more so when a one-size-fits-all strategy is exercised. This
risk aversion level affects all the previously described components of the entire asset allocation
in a significant manner, as came forth from our sensitivity analyses.

APG currently operates a uniform life-cycle investment strategy with regard to top-up plans.
However, we observed that a uniform life-cycle strategy can substantially differ from the op-
timal strategy. In our framework, we provided a stochastic life-cycle investment strategy that
is individually tailored. This investment strategy for top-up plans is independent of economic
state variables and can be implemented with a limited amount of basic information. This basic
information consists of the individual’s accrued financial wealth in both the top-up plan and
the occupational pension plan, age and time of entry in the top-up plan. Additionally, a simple
prognosis of future labor income and premium contributions completes the information needed
in order to offer a stochastic life-cycle regime. This information provision and assumptions are
generally of low cost and the resulting individual strategies can easily be incorporated in the
monthly rebalancing of the life-cycle assets that already takes place.

7.3 Further research

The research on optimal life-cycle investment design performed in this thesis, can be extended
along many different paths. The most relevant extensions of our framework are as follows. First of
all, a specification could be explored where the funding ratio is (asymmetrically) mean reverting
to better represent the legislation regarding the solvency of pension funds in the Netherlands.
Secondly, inflation could be incorporated as a source of uncertainty in the financial market. This
would facilitate indexation modelling of second pillar pension benefits, which we considered to be
a nominal guarantee in our framework. Thirdly, incorporating a stochastic form of human capital
might lead to a slightly different asset allocation. In this case, one needs to deal appropriately with
the challenge of a stochastic entry time in the top-up plan. Fourthly, analyzing the robustness
of the investment strategies with respect to different specifications of the short rate process,
could provide valuable insight in the systemic risk of model misspecification. With regard to
the straightforward numerical approach in Chapter 6, one could investigate the possibility of a
more thorough numerical backward induction method and its effect on the resulting median asset
allocation. Lastly, we could explore different methods to map the determined stochastic asset
allocation strategy in a uniform, one-size-fits all strategy and its corresponding welfare losses.
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Appendix

A Current glide path composition of the net pension
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Figure A.1: Current glide path net pension. Obtained from Pensioenreglement 2018 (p. 127-130),
by ABP (2018b).
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B Dutch fiscal rules regarding DC schemes

percentage of pension basis
age category Net Pension regular DC scheme

15-19 3.8 5.7
20-24 4.4 6.3
25-29 5.0 7.3
30-34 5.8 8.5
35-39 6.6 9.9
40-44 7.6 11.5
45-49 8.8 13.4
50-54 10.2 15.6
95-59 11.8 18.3
60-64 13.5 21.7
65-67 15.0 25.0

Table B.1: Fiscal maximum premium contribution of pension basis, obtained from Loonheffingen,
inkomstenbelasting. Pensioenen; beschikbare-premieregelingen en premie en kapitaalovereenkom-
sten en nettopensioenregelingen (2017, November 23).

C Derivation of cond. expectation and variance of r;

The well-known transformation f(t,r;) = e*(r; — 7) is used to find the closed-form solution

of the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process. Applying It6’s lemma results in the following dynamics of

f(t, ’l“t):

of(t,r) Of(t, ) 10 f(t, 1) o
Af(t,re) = 2 dt + =y 4 = V62 g
f(tm) ot ory £y 37“? 7
= ke (ry — 7)dt + e dry + %Uz dt-0 (C.1)

= ke (ry — 7) dt + ke (7 — 7)) dt + o, dZ]

= e, dZ],

where the third equality follows from substituting the dynamics of r, described in (3.2.1). Using
fg df(t,re) = f(t,r) — f(0,70), the integral form of the stochastic differential equation above

becomes:

t
ft,r) = f(0,m0) + O'T/O e™dz;.

Substituting f(t,r;) = e~ (r; — 7) and f(0,7r¢) = ro — 7, yields the following expression for

¢
re=e "rg +7(1 —e ) + UT/ e "= qzr
0 (C.2)

t
=ro+ (F—1ro)(1 —e ) + 07«/ e rilt—u) dz;.
0

The integral fg e rlt—u) dZ! is an Itd integral and therefore a continuous martingale with respect

to the natural filtration of the brownian motion {Z}, }o<u<7},.
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This implies E { fot e~ ri(t—u) dZ;| = 0, which leads to the following conditional expectation of r:

Eo [re] =70+ (F —70)(1 — e ") + 0

C.3
=e g+ (1 — e "), (G:3)
which is dependent on the known value of rg.
The conditional variance of r; can be described as follows:
t t 2
Vo [re] = 02 V [ / emrt—u) dZE} = o2 E < / e~ Rlt—w) dzg>
0 0
2 b o [ o (C.4)
=o0. Ey [/ e~ 2nlt—u) du] = O'r/ e~ 2rlt=u) qy ’
0 0
1 2 _—2kK 2K
— ﬂa—,’ne t (e t_ 1) 5

where the third equality follows from the It6 isometry property and the fourth equality follows
from Fubini’s theorem and the fact that e=25(:=%) ig non-stochastic. In general, if an It6 integral
J(f) = fgf(s) dZ, contains a non-stochastic function f(s), then J(f); ~ N <0, f(f f(s)? ds).
The expressions (C.3) and (C.4) can be generalized with time ¢ instead of time 0 and a horizon
s > 0, leading to the expressions of E;[ri4s] and Vi[riis] in (3.2.2) and (3.2.3).

D Derivation of stock price index S;
Define f(t,S;) = log S;. Applying Ito’s lemma to f(t,.S;) results in the following dynamics:

8f(t7 St) 8f(t7 St) 182f(t7 St)

_ 2
Af(t,8) = === dt + 75, ds; + 257 (dS;)
1 1
= —dS; — ——0%SEdt
S, 7t T 95278 (D.1)
- (Mt - ;afg) dt + ogdZ]
=y dt +o05dZ?,

where (dS;)? denotes the quadratic variation of the process S;. Note that u; represents the
expected relative rate of return of the stock price index at time ¢ and 14 represents the expected
log rate of return. Using ftHS dlog S, = log Si+s —log St, we write the above differential equation
in the following integral form for s > 0:

t+s t+s
log S+s = log S + / v, du + O'S/ de. (D.2)
t t

Rewriting this expression results in

t+s
St+s=SteXP{/ VudU‘FUS(Z{is_ZtS)},
t

with known {Sk}o<k<: and Sp>0.
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Because the Brownian motion increment (Z,;S_YF «—7Z7) ~ N(0,5) and 7y, is normally distributed,
the log return of stock price index is normally distributed and the stock price return itself is
therefore log-normally distributed. The following expressions for the conditional expectation of
the stock price returns can be derived.

r t+s
3] [ o] s
L t

St
r t+s
=[E; |exp {/ Uy, duH E; {e"s‘/gx}
L t

r t+s 1
= E; |exp {/ Tw + Agog — 50% du}] es
L t

t+s
— "SI, [exp {/ Tu du}] )
¢

For the second equality, we use the fact that r;y, and ZtSJru are independent. Both the expectation

(D.4)

2
9s

D=

of a log-normal random variable and the definition of v; (expressed in (D.1)) are used for the
third equality. From (D.4) we see that that the instantaneous interest rate plays a key role in
the conditional expectation of the stock price index process for horizon s.

E Derivation of pricing kernel M,

The functional form of the pricing kernel or stochastic discount factor can be derived using
Girsanov’s Theorem and the resulting risk-neutral valuation measure. Since we have multiple
assets in our financial market, we focus on a multifactor generalization of this theorem (Etheridge,
2002, p. 166).

Theorem E.1. Multifactor Girsanov Theorem
Let {Z{}t>0,i = 1,...,n, be an n-independent P-Brownian motion ,with natural filtration {F }1>¢
and let {\i}1>0,7=1,...,n, be n processes adapted to {F }1>0, satisfying

IR 2 4 o
exp{2/0 2Z;()\S)d}]<.

Then, the processes { X} }osit>T,i=1,...,n defined by

]E[F’

t
X = / Avds + Zy, or equivalently dX| = \;dt +dZ;,
0

are all martingales under probability measure P, defined for all events A € F; by

n

1 [/t . o )
PIA] = EP [Li1 4], L, :eXp{—Z <2/ (A;)2ds+/ AL dz;>},
i=1 0 0

where

dp&)
dP |7,

Li=

is the Radon-Nikodym deriwative of PUX) with respect to the equivalent probability measure P.
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Since the financial market is complete, there exists one unique equivalent risk-neutral measure,
denoted @, under which the discounted prices are all martingales. Taking A} = Ag and A\? = ),
in Theorem E.1, defines the Radon-Nikodym derivative of Q with respect to P in our financial

market:
dQ f100 Ly
—| = — [ A|Ifdu— [ NdZ E.1
W meol- [y [xaz, ()
where ||-|| represents the Euclidean vector norm and Ag (\,) denotes the market price of equity

(interest rate) risk. This can be demonstrated for e.g. the stock price process (3.2.4):

ds
?tt =(r + A\gog)dt + og de;Sv
= (1 4+ Asog) dt + o5(dX; — Ag dt)

:rtdt—i—angtS,

where X is a standard Brownian motion under measure Q and the substitution of Z; is based
on Girsanov’s theorem. Then, the Q-expectation of the discounted stock price yields:

EY [exp{—/otrudu} St} =S, (: EF [i% - exp{—/otrudu} StD. (E.2)

The financial deflator or stochastic discount factor at time ¢ for a cashflow to be paid at time
s > t therefore equals the product of the Radon-Nikodym derivative (E.1) and the discount
factor:

exp{—fosrudu} . % -

M
M, t d
t eXP{—fo TudU}' ¥ . (E.3)

dP
S 1 S S
:exp{—/ rudu—/ |A||2du—/ XdZu},
t 2 t t

which is equivalent to equation (3.2.8). In case V] = (S;, P!', B;), discounting with M; and

taking the expectation under measure P results in
Eq [M:Vi] = Vo, (E.4)

where M;V; is a three-dimensional martingale under measure P.

F Derivation of pricing kernel dynamics

Taking the logarithm of (E.3) results in

S S 1 S S
/ dlog M, = —/ o du — 2/ A du —/ XdzZ,, s>t (F.1)
t t t t

Therefore, the dynamics of log M; can be described as

1
dlog My = ry dt — o A% dt — N dZ,. (F.2)
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Define f(t,log M;) = 8™ Applying Ito’s lemma to f(t,log M;) results in the following dy-

namics:

of (t,log M) of (t,log M) 10%f(t,log M;) 2
df(t,log My) = dt dlog M; + - —————=———=(dlog M,
f( ) Og t) 6t + aloth Og t+2 alogth ( Og t)
1 2
1 1
= My(—redt — A% dt — N dZ;) + M || dt
= Mt(—Tt dt — )\/ dZt),
where the third equality follows from the quadratic variation of log M;:
(dlog M;)? = (N dZy)(N dZ;)’
=XNdt (F.4)
= | A% dt.
Therefore,
dM,
7M: = —redt — N dZy, (¥.5)

which is equal to Equation (3.2.9).
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G Expression for adapted cond. expectation pricing kernel

We derive an expression for the following conditional expectation of a power function of the
pricing kernel:

M\"*
O(t,s,x) = Et[(l\é@)]’ t<s<Tp.

Below the following derivation, brief commentary is provided on the steps taken in the derivation.

a () | -m o a [ (e g ) o [T oz ]
=E, [exp{ x/o Ey [ Tt+u]+1H)\H2du} X
{-

exp d —ova / D(s —t—u)dZ},, — @ /0 s_tA’dZt+u}]
—explz —rtD(s—t)—F(s—t—D(s—t))—%]|A|]2(s—t) v
e (

E, [exp {x /0 T b onD(s — - u)es)’ dzm}]
=exp x| —nD(s —t) = (s —t = D(s — 1)) — 5 IA? (s =) ) x
t( L)
exp {;ﬁ /0” I\ + 0, D(u)es|? du}
= exp {—:J:rtD(s —t) —af(s —t — D(s —t)) + %:r(:v —1) A (s — t)} X
exp {;x2 /0 . 20, M\ D(u) + 02D(u)? du}
= exp {mD(s —t) —ai(s—t — D(s —t)) + %x(az — 1) |IA* (s — t)} X

2 2 .2 s—t
exp{x C:)\T (s—t—D(s—t))} X exp{x;T /0 D(u)Qdu}

= exp {—xrtD(s —t)—xi(s—t—D(s—1t)) + %w(m —1) A (s — t)} X

exp {xQ(’:A” (s—t—D(s—1))+ 3::;% <; (s— ) — D(s— 1) + iD(Qs - 2t)> }

= exp {—ZC (a(s — t) + D(S - t)?“t)} )
(1)
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The vector e; used above, denotes the i-th unit vector: a zero-valued vector except for entry
i, which is equal to one. In the second equality, the expression for r; derived in appendix C

(C.2,C.3) is used:
t+s
rips =1+ (F—r)(1—e ™) + Ur/ g rltts—u) dz;
t
t+s
=K, [T‘t+5] + oy / e—n(t—f—s—u) dZQZ
t

For the fourth equality, the It6 isometry property and the expectation of the lognormal distri-
bution is used, as well as the following function property of D:

/OnD(m,n—u)du—/OnD(n,u)du.

For the seventh equality, the integral of D(u)? is solved in the following way:

D(u)? = % (1—2e "+ 672'{’“)
— % (1 —e U ] kY _ (1 _ e—?ﬁu))
=~ (2D(u) - D(2w)),

so that the integral can be written as

1/hD( au= 2 [ 2wy du— L D(2u)d
9 ) u u_2/<; ) u u % u u

> (3-pm) - 5 (5 (n-goem))

_ 1 (;h_D(h)+iD(2h)>.

K2

Note that for x = 1, we obtain ©(¢,s,1) = Pt(sft)

maturity (s — ¢). In case x = 7771, the expression of ftTD S) (t,s, 7771) ds is equivalent to the

the price of a nominal zero-coupon bond with

quantity Q(¢,Tp) in the paper of Brennan and Xia (2002, p. 1213, eq. 33) after some rewriting,
when inflation is absent.

H Derivation of bond price dynamics

Note that in Appendix G the price of a zero-coupon bond at time ¢, maturing at time ¢ + h, is
expressed as

Pl =0(t,t + h,1)

(t4+h—t)—D(t+h—t)re (H.1)

= eia

To derive the dynamics of a rolling zero-coupon bond with constant maturity h, we consider the
maturity date ¢ + h to be fixed, whereas time ¢ is treated as a variable in (H.1). Therefore, we
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consider Pth = f(t,r;) and applying Itd’s lemma results in:

of(t,re) _ ph (8a(st) . 0D(s —t) >
s=t+h

set+h © ot

ot ot

= p} (rt + k(7 — r{)D(h) — A\pa,D(h) — ;UzDz(h)> :
(H.2)
6f(t>rt) h
SLST — _Dh)P
art ( ) t
82f(t7rt) 2 h
—————= =D"(h)P,
artQ ( ) t
_ Of(t,mt) Of(t,rt) LO*f(t,re) o, 1 o
df(t, T’t) = T dt + TT} d?”‘t + iTT%UT.(dZt )
_ = 1 o0 h
= (7“,5 + k(7 —r¢)D(h) — \o,. D(h) — 20,,D (h)) P dt— (H.3)
D(R)P! (5(F — 1) dt + o, dZ7) + %azpm)Pth dt
= (ry — Mo, D(h)) Pl dt — o, D(R) Pl dZ} .
Therefore, we obtain, as stated in (3.2.14),
dPth T
oh = (re — \porD(h))dt — o, D(h) dZ}. (H.4)
t

The expression for the partial derivative with respect to t given in (H.2), is obtained by straight-
forward but tedious calculus. Note that

1 Of(try) dlog P!
P ot dt

can be interpreted as the time ¢ instantaneous forward interest rate with respect to horizon h
(7). Then, we can also express the bond price as

h
Pl = exp {—/ ry du} , (H.5)
0

based on the fundamental relationship of continuous time interest rates (Hull, 2012, p. 683). The
instantaneous forward rate r}* acts as a discount rate in this setting.

I Derivation of wealth dynamics

Note that wealth at time ¢ can be expressed as the sum of initial wealth and wealth accrual up
until time :

t
Wy = Wo +/ dW,. (I.1)
0
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We can also express wealth a time ¢ as the sum of initial wealth, the accumulated investment

returns (using expression (3.3.1)) and the negative cumulative consumption up until time ¢:

t t
Wt:Wo+/ d(n55u+nfjpf+n5‘3u)—/ cy du
0 0

t t t t
=Wo+/ n5d5u+/ nfdp3+/ ndeu—/ ey du.
0 0 0 0

The second equality is based upon application of integration by parts and the assumption that

(1.2)

the sum of the rebalancing costs (defined below as =) equals zero, which is shown below:

d(ny Sy +nf Pl +nEBy) =g dS, +nf P} + 0l dB, +
Sudn; + P dn) + By dnf + (dng)(dS,) + (dn))(dP}) + (dn))(dB.,)
=n>dS, +nL dP"+nBaB, + =,
=n>dS, +nf dP" + nBdB,.
(1.3)

These zero rebalancing costs at all times is a result from assuming a financial market with no
transaction costs and considering total wealth to be a self-financing portfolio (ceteris paribus
increasing the bond position must result in decreasing another position). From (I.1) and (I.2),
we can observe that

AW, = 0 dSy + nf dP! + 9P dB; — ¢ dt. (1.4)

We define (wy,w},wf) to be the fractions of total wealth invested in the three assets at time ¢.

Then, the time ¢t asset amounts can be expressed as:

s _ Wi Wy
77t St )
P
p_ w W
nt = ’ (15)
Pth
B _ (1—W§—W§D)Wt
nt - Bt )

and substituting these expressions alongside with dS; (3.2.4), dP}* (3.2.14) and dB; (3.2.16) in
(1.4) yields:

AW, = Wi ((re + wiosAs — wf o, D(R)A) dt + wy 05 dZ; — wl o, D(h)dZ}) — c;dt

1.6
= (Tt + UJ;E)\) Wt dt + WtwftE dZt — Ct dt, ( )

with
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J Derivation of the optimal consumption strategy

We start with the Lagrangian function that corresponds to the maximization problem stated in

Section 3.5:
Tp 01_7 Tp
/ e 2 (s — © (Eo [ Mce, ds] — W0>
Tg 1—x Tr

Tp c;—v
/ e % — oMjgcsds
Tg 1—x

‘C(Csa 80) = ]EO

(J.1)
=E,

+ oWo,

where ¢ is the Lagrange multiplier corresponding to the static budget constraint. The first-order
derivative of £ with respect to ¢, for each state of the world and each time s, results in:

1_
4 e Ce ’ — pMgcs | = e 05cT — oM;. (J.2)
Ocs 1—7 s

The first-order derivative of £ with respect to ¢ results in:

Tp
EO |: MSCS d8:| — WO. (J3)
Tr

Therefore, the first-order optimality conditions can be expressed as:

e 95 — pMs; =0

J4

Bo | J17 Mocods| = W (14)
Solving the former first-order condition for ¢ yields:

co = e VMY TR < s < T (J.5)

Substituting this expression in the latter first-order optimality condition (which equals the static
budget constraint that holds with equality) results in the following expression for the Lagrange
multiplier:

Wo

. 11
lef e 9s/7E, [ s } ds

(J.6)

Substituting the expression for the Lagrange multiplier back in (J.5), yields the optimal consump-
tion strategy. So, the optimal consumption decision for each state of the world and T < s < Tp

can be written as

-1

Tp y=1
¢ =e MY ( / e R, [MS v ] ds) Wo
Tr (J.7)

Tp -1
_ e—JS/VMs—l/V </ e /7@ (0,5,1—1/v) ds) W,
Tr

where the function © is defined in appendix G.
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K Derivation of investment strategy total wealth

The value of the optimal total liabilities over the individual’s lifetime can be expressed as follows:

Tp M
‘/t* — Et / Csﬁ dS]
max{t,Tr} t
y—1
Tp v
— / SO*%Q*KSS/'YEt M, ds (K.1)
max{t,Tr} M,

1

-5 -2 o —&s/y
=M, "o . }e O(t,s,1 —1/v)ds
maxi\t,1 g

where O(t,s,1 — 1/7v) is defined as function of 7, in Appendix G. Therefore, we can define
V;f* = f(ta Tt, Mt)7 (K2)

which is a function of two random variables such that the standard It6’s formula falls short
here. We need a multivariate application and derive this result next, using simply a second-order
Taylor series expansion of the stochastic differential equation for the multivariate function. This
derivation is structured along the lines of Etheridge (2002). Suppose we have the following system
of stochastic differential equations

AX} = pwi(t)dt + Y oy(t)dz], i=1,2,....n, (K.3)

where {Z¢{}1>0,7 = 1,...,n are independent P-Brownian motions. Let {X;}+>0 = {X}, X7, ..., X[ }+>0
be the vector of solution processes that satisfy the system mentioned above. Now, we define a

new stochastic process V; = f(¢, X;). Suppose f(t,z): Ry x R” — R, which is sufficiently dif-
ferentiable to apply Taylor’s theorem. Then, Taylor’s theorem gives the following expression for

dV;:

of

" of
av; = &(t,Xt)dt—i-;a

i J
)dX} + JZ_: axz (%] (t, X;)dX7dX7 + ... (K.4)

where x = (x1,...,2,). Using the known multiplication results (d¢)? = 0, (dt)(dZ{) = 0 and
(dZti)(dth) = dt for 4,5 = 1,...,n, we obtain the following product definition: dX7} ng =
> pey oik(t)oj(t) as well as the insight that (dX7)(dX7)(dXF) is of o(dt). Therefore, (K.4) can
be written as

Xy) XZ i K.
af(t, X;) atdtJrZa%d +z ;8%8%]@) (K.5)

where Q;;(t) = > p_; oir(t)oji(t). This generalizes the result of the one-factor Ité’s formula.
Now, we are able to derive the dynamics of the funding ratio V;*.
Applying this result to V;* yields the following dynamics:

ovy ov*
—M N dZ -t
8Mt ( ¢ t) * 67“1}

dvy = :ut ordZy, (K.6)
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where

. OVF Qv V¥ 92V 1 /92V* 92V

1% t t — t t t 2 t 2 2

- —Tt)— - r A M+ M2IAI?) . (K.7
M= e o T g M B t+2<8rt2 7+ oagz M| ”> (K1)

Determining the first-order partial derivatives of V,;* with respect to the pricing kernel and the
interest rate results in:

2|

* 1 —-1-1 Tp
oV =——M, ' T 1/ e %0(t, 5,1 —1/7)ds

OM; Y max{t,Tr}
1
— _*Mt_lv;fi
K.8)
oV L /TD su 0O (
= (M, g e 97 22 (¢, 5,1 —1/)ds
Ory (Mzo) max{t,Tr} 8?”t( /7)
-1 1 (Tp
= —L(Mtso) 3 / e %/ D(s — 1)O(t, 5,1 —1/7)ds.
Y max{t,Tr}
Substituting these first-order partial derivatives in the dynamics for the optimal liabilities (K.6)
yields:
* 1
AVy = " (t, e, My) dt — ;M{%*(—Mtxr dZ] — M dZy) +
1—x . (Tp (K.9)
—— (Mp) ™~ / e*‘ss/vD(s —1)O(t,s,1 —1/v)ds o, dZ].
Y max{t,Tr}

Then, dividing both sides by V;* results in the following geometric Brownian motion expression
with drift and volatility of the process both time-varying:

= tyry, Mp)dt + —dz2; + | — + ——o,D dz;, K.10
‘/t* ( t t) v t v v t t ( )
with
. fnﬁ’x{t Tw) e 9/7D(s —t)O(t, 5,1 — 1/7)ds
D/ = T 5o/ , (K.11)
fmax{t’TR} e~ 9/70(t,s,1 —1/v)ds
and
B (e, My) = (e, My) V. (K.12)

The dynamics of total wealth for the stated problem can be expressed as:

(K.13)

— (re + w2 Wy dt + W X dZ, for 0<t<Tg
Tl OB Wt + Wl BdZ, — i dt for Tp <t <Tp

where 3, X and w; are defined in (3.3.2). The budget equation of the individual states that at
all times (also in optimality):

Wi =V, (K.14)

for which the optimality of W; is a result of choosing certain values for the embedded decision
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variable w;. Applying [t6’s lemma to the budget condition implies
dW; =dVy", or, equivalently  dlog W} = dlogV}". (K.15)

First deriving the log dynamics of wealth and optimal liabilities in a similar fashion as in Ap-
pendix D, and then equating the diffusion terms of the processes yields:

>

S wS*

K (K.16)
%4 (52) 0,D) " = ~wf*o,D(R) '
Solving for w; results in the following optimal portfolio fractions:
As 0
« 1 o 1
a5 6
" o.D(h
(h) D(h) (K.17)
1 1\ [ O
Y v W
L Derivation of human capital dynamics
According to (3.3.4), human capital is defined as
Tp—t Tp
H, = / P'K(t+ h)dh = / PMUK (h) dh, (L.1)
0 t

with a deterministic quantity K (h) as defined in (3.3.5). In this case, human capital only consists
of a deterministic labor income component and therefore an equivalent expression is

(Tr—t]+ N
H, = / PYi i npesn dh. (L.2)
0

However, we keep intact the generic definition of human capital (L.1), such that the results can
also be applied when adjustments are made in the components of human capital. We can define
human capital as a function of the bond price H; = f(t, P!'). Then, the dynamics become

OH, OH, ., 1 0°H, . .o
dHt:WdtwLaiPttht +§8(Pth)2(dpt) ,  with
OH; o [T h—t t—t 9
i A Ptk = P K(t) -t = K
L / B () dh = —PER () ot = K (1),
om, [t o _ (L.3)
= ——P'K(t+h dh:/ K(t+ h)dh,
7 /0 spp PG m = [ K
0% H,

o(Pl? ~
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where for the partial derivative of H; with respect to t Leibniz rule is applied. When substituting
the partial derivatives, the dynamics of human capital can be expressed as:

Tp—t
dH; = —K(t)dt + / K(t+ h)dh(dP})
0

= —K(t)dt + /TD_t K(t+ h)P! ((ry — \vorD(h)) dt — 0,D(h) dZ}) dh
0

Tp—t 5 (L.4)
= —K(t)dt + ( reHy — \oo, D(R)P"K(t + h)dh | dt
0
Tp—t
—o,dZ;] / D(h)P!'K (t + h)dh
0
= —K(t)dt + (r; — 0. DIN)H; dt — 0, DE H, dZ]
with
TD—t h
D(R)PMK(t + h)dh

JIP=t PRK (¢ + h) dh

which can be interpreted as the interest rate ‘duration’ of human capital at time ¢. This expression
is equivalent to (3.5.14).

M Derivation of investment strategy financial wealth
First of all, we use the fact that total wealth can be decomposed as:

Wy = F; + Hy, (M.1)
on which an application of Itd’s lemma yields

dF; = dW; — dH;. (M.2)

The dynamics of human capital is derived in Appendix L and the dynamics of total wealth is
derived in Appendix I. Therefore, we can uniquely identify the dynamics of financial wealth. In
a similar fashion as total wealth, the functional form of the dynamics of financial wealth can be
expressed as:

dF; = (r¢ + 0;2X) Frdt + F0;3dZ; + p,Y, dt, (M.3)
with
o/ = (67, of).

which denotes the fractions of financial wealth invested in the available assets. Once again, the
fraction of financial wealth invested in the risk-free bank account is residually determined as
08 =1 — 0,1. In the above equation, p; is again the fixed pension premium percentage at time
t and Y; the labor income at time ¢t. Note that financial wealth starts at zero and gradually
increases because of investment returns and premium contributions. Total wealth however de-
creases over time due to consumption.
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Then, according to (M.2), when matching diffusion terms and constructing a replicating portfolio
for financial wealth out of human capital and total wealth, the following equality must hold (also
in optimality):

!
/ / 0
FO'Y =W,w! X+ H . M.4
10, twy 20+ Iy (me) ( )

Solving for 8} results in the optimal fractions of financial wealth invested in the asset menu:

* Ht * Ht 0

N Derivation of funding ratio dynamics

The asset value of the pension fund at time ¢ is equal to
Ay =P S+ nf Pl + 0P By, (N.1)

where 7' = (77,97, 9P) denote the number of the different assets held by the pension fund at
time ¢. The asset value at time ¢ can also be described by an initial value Ay plus gains from
trading and received premiums minus payed out benefits:

t t t t t
At:A0+/ 17de5+/ nfdP£+/ nsBst—l—/psds—/ ug ds (N.2)
0 0 0 0 0

where p; denotes the rate at time ¢ at which new premiums are received and invested and wuy,
represents the rate at time ¢ at which (total) benefits are payed out. Note that p, and u; are
dependent on the number of participants at time ¢ and their age.

Assuming that at all times the outflow of total benefit payment equals the total inflow of new
premiums, results in

t t
/ psds — / usds =0 for all t. (N.3)
0 0

Assuming that A is a self-financing portfolio and following steps similar to Appendix I, the

dynamics of A; can be expressed as:

dA; = ﬁf dsS; + ﬁtp dPth + ﬁtB dB;
ds dPh
~S t ~ P t
=0 A — + 0" A —— +
w tSt w + th

= (’r‘t + (.:J/E)\) At dt + Atcb'E dZt,

(1— &% —oP)Apr, dt (N.4)

with

g (.US
> = (OS _ar(l)?(h)) o= (wp> A= (is) , (N.5)

where w® (w!) denotes the constant fraction of the pension fund assets invested in the stock

price index (nominal zero-coupon bond).



LIFE-CYCLE INVESTMENT DESIGN — S.G. Temme &9

Since we assume the liabilities L; to replicate a nominal bond with duration D(l), the dynamics

for the fund’s liabilities are as follows:

dL
Tt = (ry — Ao, D(1)) dt — 0, D(1) dZ] . (N.6)

t
Now that the dynamics of both the numerator and the denominator are known, we can derive
the dynamics of the funding ratio itself. Defining Gy = f(t, Ay, Ly) = ’2—2, the dynamics of G can
be determined by applying the multivariate version of Itd’s lemma derived in Appendix K (Note

that for notational convenience, the time subscript is suppressed):

1 A 1 24, ., 2
dG = dA—deL+2<O+(dL) —LQ(dA)(dL))

-7 3
ji A A iy 1 (N7)
— o - 2 [
=7 dA 7 dL + 3 (dL) 72 (dA)(dL).
Now dividing both sides by %, results in
dG 1 1 1 9 1
YeRmy dA — 7 dL + ﬁ(dL) — E(dA)(dL), (N.8)

where (dL)? represents the quadratic variation of the liabilities. Substituting (N.4) and (N.6) in
(N.8), yields the following expression:

dGGtt = (ry + &0 Agos — 0P N\opD(h))dt + %05 dZ7 — &P o, D(h)dZ} —
(re = ArorD(1)) dt + o, D(1) dZ] +
o2D(1)? dt —
&P o2D(h)D(1) dt (N.9)
- <(IJS)\SJS — &P (Ao D(h) + 02D(h)D(1)) + Ao, D(I) + UZDW) dt +
SogdZS + <UTD(Z> - cZ;PUTD(h)> azr
= g dt + 0'; dZ;,
with
pg = 0% Asos — &F (\orD(h) + 02D(h)D(1)) + Ao, D(1) + o2 D?(1), (N.10)
~S
oy = (arD(l) cj ggarD(h)> ' (N-11)

Notice that also for the funding ratio, just like for the assets and the liabilities, the relative
change is level-independent. Another desirable feature is that this relative change of G; is also

independent of the risk-free interest rate level r;.
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O Derivation of pricing kernel under new numeraire M;

We first derive the dynamics of the log transformation of the annuity factor a;, write these
dynamics in integral form and take the exponent, similar to the steps in Appendix D. This yields
the following closed-form expression for a; as function of the current value of ag and the Brownian
short rate increment:

t
a; = g exp {—wmft + ¢/€/ Ty du — waTZ[} . (0.1)
0

The same steps result in the following closed-form expression of the funding ratio Gy:

1
Gt :Gmaxp{(ug—2||a'g||2>t+a';Zt} (02)

Then, given the closed-form expression of the pricing kernel under the cash numeraire M; in
(3.2.8), the pricing kernel under the new numeraire can be expressed as follows:

M, = 4G, M,
t t 1 9 1 9
= apGo My exp {—/ rudu+1/m/ ry du — 3 A7t — 3 logll”t — Yrrt +,ugt} X
0 0
exp{—(}\— oy —|-?[)/{62),Zt}
! 1 1 N
= apGoMy exp {—(1 — wﬁ)/ o du + (,ug — KT — 3 A2 — 3 HO'gHQ) t— VIZt}
0
— t 1
= Moy exp {—(1 — 1/}/4)/ ro du — (2 o] + cl) t— D’Zt} , (0.3)
0
where
UV=AX—-o04+vY0.€3, (0.4)

¢1 = vrr — o2D()(D(h) + D(I)) — %W 2 Moy + 0T (0.5)

Following the same derivation steps as stated in Appendix F, the equivalent dynamics of ]\Z can
be expressed as:

dM,

t

= (1 = Yr)r + 1) dt — &' dZ;. (0.6)

One could also define ]\Ajt = f(t,as, Gt, M) and applying the multivariate version of It6’s lemma
provided in Appendix K, results in the same expression.
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P Expression for adapted cond. expectation ]\Z

We derive an expression for the following conditional expectation of a power function of the
pricing kernel under the new numeraire:

é(t,s,x)EEt[<Ms> ], t<s<Tg.

M,
Below the following derivation, brief commentary is provided on the taken steps. Note that this

derivation is similar to Appendix G.

Ms x s—t 1 9 s—t ,
i =E; |exp{ —x (1= k)rigpu + = A"+ c1 ) du—2x NdZ;. .,
M, 0 2 0

s—t 1
=E, [exp{z/ (1 — K)Ey [rea] +§ I + 1 du} X
0

E,

exp {—aru — ) /OH D(s—t—w)dZ},, —« /OH % dZHuH

— exp {x ((mp C)(reD(s — t) + (s — t — D(s — ) — (s — 1) (; A% + q)) } y
E, [exp {—a; /0” (At 0p(1 = 5)D(s — t — u)en)’ dzm}]

— exp {x ((m/) D) (reD(s — )+ F(s — t — D(s — 1)) — (s — ) G 2 + 01>> } «
exp {;:ﬂ /Os_t A+ 0 (1 — k) D(w)es? du}

— oxp {x(m/) C)(reD(s — t) 4 (s — t — D(s — ) + (s — 1) <;a:(x AR - xcl> } X
exp {;:ﬁ /Os_t 20, M (1 — Kp)D(u) + 02(1 — Kp)2D(u)? du}

— exp {x(mp S N)(ruD(s —t) + (s — £ — D(s — 1)) + (s — 1) (;x(x NN a:cl> } «
exp {fo“’"ATS — ) (st D(s— t))} X
exp {w <1 (s— )= D(s— 1) + %D(2s _ 2t)> }

K 2
=exp{—z (a(s —t) + D(s —t)(1 — wb)ry)},

(P.1)
where
o) = ~5 = D AR ur (7= 22 ) (1 k)~ Dlw)-
W (;u — D) + iD(Qu)) e, (P2)
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The vector e; used above, denotes the i-th unit vector: a zero-valued vector except for entry

i, which is equal to one. In the second equality, the expression for r; derived in appendix C

(C.2,C.3) is used:
t+s

rips =1+ (F—r)(1—e ™) + Ur/ g rltts—u) dz;
¢

t+s
=K, [T‘t+5] + oy / e—n(t—f—s—u) dZQZ
t

For the fourth equality, the It6 isometry property and the expectation of the lognormal distri-
bution is used, as well as the following function property of D:

/OnD(n—u)dU—/OnD(u)du.

For the sixth equality, the integral of D(u)? is solved in the following way:

D(u)? = % (1—2e "+ 672'{’“)
— % (1 —e U ] kY _ (1 _ e—?ﬁu))
=~ (2D(u) - D(2w)),

so that the integral can be written as

1/hD( )2d _1/h2D( )du — ——D(2u) d
9 ) u u_2/<; ) u u % u u

> (3-pm) - 5 (5 (n-goem))

_ L (;h —D(h) + iD@h)) -

K2

Note that for x = 1, we obtain é(t, s,1) = ﬁt(sft) the price of a nominal zero-coupon bond with
maturity (s —¢) under the new numeraire.

Q Derivation of (optimal) wealth dynamics dV,

Regarding the optimal wealth path (5.4.7), the dynamics of the log process are determined in the
following way. Define W} = f(t, My, 7). Then, applying a multivariate version of It6’s lemma
derived in Appendix K, results in the following dynamics:

— W~ OW 1{02W; —~ O2W O2W —
AW = —L(dM, t(d — L (dM;)? t(dry)? +2 L (dr))(dM,
f Mt( t) + or, ( Tt)+2( Mtz( )"+ o (dre)” + 8rt8Mt( 7¢)(dMy)

- — 1~ 1\ =
=i (t,re, W) dt + ;Wt*ﬂ’dZt - (1 — 7) Wi —9yr)D(Tr —t)o,dZf, (Q.1)

where ,th* (t,rt,wt*) is the drift of the process expressed as a general function of the vari-
ables time, the interest rate and the optimal terminal wealth level at time ¢. The second equality
follows from determining the partial derivatives and substituting the dynamics (O.6) and (3.2.1).
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Then, define log Wt* = f(t, Wt*) Applying [t6’s lemma results in the following stochastic differ-
ential equation:

— 1~ 1 1
dlogW; = — dW} — = ——(dW}")?
Wi 2(Wy)?
7 * ]. ].
= ploeWe(t ) dt + ' dZ; — (1 - > (1 —K)D(Tr — t)o,dZ}, (Q.2)
Y Y

where p'°8 wy (t,r) is the drift of the process expressed as a general function of time (or invest-
ment horizon) and the short rate.

Regarding the wealth process under the new numeraire,

W
|/ |/ = —
PTGy

(Q-3)
the dynamics are determined in the following manner. Define the function Wt = f(t, Wy, as, Gy).
Then, applying once again the multivariate version of Itd’s lemma derived in Appendix K, yields
the following dynamics:
— oW Wy . OW, 1(0°W,, ., W, )
dW; = —(dW; —(d — (dG = d dG
+= g, )+ g, () G, (0G0 5 | ez (dan”+ g (4607 |+

82Wt ~ aZWt 82Wt _
OW,0ay, (th)(dat) + W(dwt)(th) + m(dat)(th)

— Vet v, Wh) dt + W (Swy — 0y + thoves) dZ;, (Q.4)
with
- __ — 1
plVe(t, e, W) = Wt((1—¢R)T’t+w£2(>‘—ag)+H0'9H2_Mg+1/1’i77+ §¢20r+1/10r(‘-022_0';)62>‘

The second equality follows from determining the partial derivatives and substituting the dy-
namics (3.3.2), (5.4.1) and (5.2.2). Then, define log W; = f(¢, W:). Applying It6’s lemma results
in the following stochastic differential equation:

— 1 ~ 1 1 =
leg Wt = = th - 7"\/7(th)2
W, 2 (Wt)2
= BV (L) At + (S'wr — 0 + Yores) dZ, Q%)

where %% Wi (t,r¢) is the drift of the process expressed as a general function of the remaining
investment horizon and the short rate state variable.
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R Figures sensitivity analysis short rate parameters
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Figure R.1: The sensitivity of the optimal total wealth bond fraction wi* (5.4.11) w.r.t. a particular short rate
process parameter is displayed ceteris paribus the benchmark parameter set of Section 5.3.1. The red glide path
represents the benchmark case displayed in Figure 5.1.
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S Optimal investment strategy financial wealth for a top-up plan
Total wealth under the cash numeraire can be split up in the following components:

W) = FOO 4 g 4 HUD6,G,, ¢ € [Ty, Tr). (S.1)
Applying [t0’s lemma results in the following dynamics with respect to this equality:

dFO) = aw@) —ag — 72 q(a,Gy). (S.2)

From Appendix O, one can derive the dynamics of the product of the annuity factor and the
funding ratio:

d(ath)
a;Gy

- <Ng — Yr(F — 1) + %w%ﬁ — zpa,,a;j> dt + (o, — ores) dZ;. (S.3)

Regarding the dynamics of the labor income component eligible for the top-up plan, this can be
expressed in the following way based on Appendix L:

dH® = —K(t)dt + (ry — o, DEN)HP dt — 0, DEH™ dZ],  with (S.4)
Tr—t h
D(h)PMK(t+ h)dh 0 f € (0,7
pl = Jo T—t()t (t+h) and K (u) =  forw [0, Tg) '
Jo F T PIK(t+ h)dh pu(Yy =) forue [Tg,Tr)

Recall that the dynamics of financial wealth, similar to the dynamics of total wealth, is stated
as (Appendix M):

dF; = (Tt + 022)\) Fydt + Ft0£2 dZ; + pY: dt, with (85)
o — (oF of),

which denotes the fraction of financial wealth invested in the available assets. Based on Equation
(S.2), the dynamics of financial wealth must replicate the dynamics of the three terms on the
right hand side, also in optimality. Therefore, the following optimality condition with regard to
the investment strategy of financial wealth can be stated:

F6;'S = Wiw;' S + H"o, D e}y — HYY5,Gi(0y — Vo,e)'. (S.6)

Then, straightforward calculus results in

S

H™ @G HP (0 G [ ok
0* _ 1 t H(LQ) t It * Tt o H(1,2) t It S S7
t ( + Ft + Ft wt Ft Dg—l Ft wo.r_o.; ( )

D(h) orD(h)
H” A g [0 i =

S T R I e I S.8
( + Ft + Ft) wt Ft Dt Ft wo_r_o_; ( )
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