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This paper concerns optimal stopping problems driven by the
running maximum of a spectrally negative Lévy process X. More
precisely, we are interested in modifications of the Shepp—Shiryaev
optimal stopping problem [Avram, Kyprianou and Pistorius Ann.
Appl. Probab. 14 (2004) 215-238; Shepp and Shiryaev Ann. Appl.
Probab. 3 (1993) 631-640; Shepp and Shiryaev Theory Probab. Appl.
39 (1993) 103-119]. First, we consider a capped version of the Shepp—
Shiryaev optimal stopping problem and provide the solution explic-
itly in terms of scale functions. In particular, the optimal stopping
boundary is characterised by an ordinary differential equation in-
volving scale functions and changes according to the path variation
of X. Secondly, in the spirit of [Shepp, Shiryaev and Sulem Advances
in Finance and Stochastics (2002) 271-284 Springer]|, we consider a
modification of the capped version of the Shepp—Shiryaev optimal
stopping problem in the sense that the decision to stop has to be
made before the process X falls below a given level.

1. Introduction. Let X ={X,:t >0} be a spectrally negative Lévy pro-
cess defined on a filtered probability space (2, F,F = {F;}i>0,P) satisfying
the natural conditions; cf. [5], Section 1.3, page 39. For z € R, denote by P,
the probability measure under which X starts at x and for simplicity write
Py = P. We associate with X the maximum process X = {X;:¢ >0} given
by Xy 1= sV supy<,<; Xy for t >0,s > x. The law under which (X, X) starts
at (z,s) is denoted by P, ;.

In this paper we are mainly interested in the following optimal stopping
problem:

(1) VA (z,5) = sup By g[e 97X,
TeM
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where e € R,q > 0, (x,s) € R? ;= {(x1,81) € E|r1 < 51}, and M is the set of
all finite F-stopping times. Since the constant € bounds the process X from
above, we refer to it as the upper cap. Due to the fact that the pair (X, X) is
a strong Markov process, (1) has also a Markovian structure and hence the
general theory of optimal stopping [15] suggests that the optimal stopping
time is the first entry time of the process (X, X) into some subset of E.
Indeed, it turns out that under some assumptions on ¢ and (1), where 1
is the Laplace exponent of X [see (%), page 5, for a formal definition], the
solution of (1) is given by

T =inf{t > 0: X, — X; > g.(Xy)}

for some function g. which is characterised as a solution to a certain ordinary
differential equation involving scale functions. The function s+ s — gc(s) is
sometimes referred to as the optimal stopping boundary. We will show that
the shape of the optimal boundary has different characteristics according to
the path variation of X. The solution of problem (1) is closely related to the
solution of the Shepp—Shiryaev optimal stopping problem

(2) V*(x,s) = sup Ex,s[equJrXT],
TEM

which was first studied by Shepp and Shiryaev [20, 21] for the case when X
is a linear Brownian motion and later by Avram, Kyprianou and Pistorius
[2] for the case when X is a spectrally negative Lévy process. Shepp and
Shiryaev [20] introduced the problem as a means to pricing Russian options.
In the latter context the solution of (2) can be viewed as the fair price of
such an option. If we introduce a cap €, an analogous interpretation of the
solution of (1) applies, but for a Russian option whose payoff was moderated
by capping it at a certain level (a fuller description is given in Section 2).

Our method for solving (1) consists of a verification technique, that is,
we heuristically derive a candidate solution and then verify that it is indeed
a solution. In particular, we will make use of the principle of smooth and
continuous fit [1, 13, 15, 16] in a similar way to [14, 20].

It is also natural to ask for a modification of (1) with a lower cap. Whilst
this is already included in the starting point of the maximum process X,
there is a stopping problem that captures this idea of lower cap in the sense
that the decision to exercise has to be made before X drops below a certain
level. Specifically, consider

(3) Viea(w.s)= sup By e 0],

’ TGM(I
where €1, €2 € R such that €; < e, ¢ >0, M, :={r e M|t <T, } and T, :=
inf{t > 0:X; <e;}. In the special case of no cap (e2 = 00), this problem
was considered by Shepp, Shiryaev and Sulem [22] for the case where X is
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a linear Brownian motion. Inspired by their result we expect the optimal
stopping time to be of the form T, A 77, where 77, is the optimal stopping
time in (1). Our main contribution here is that, with the help of excursion
theory (cf. [4, 10]), we find a closed form expression for the value function
associated with the strategy T¢, A 77, thereby allowing us to verify that it
is indeed an optimal strategy.

This paper is organised as follows. In Section 2 we provide some motiva-
tion for studying (1) and (3). Then we introduce some more notation and
collect some auxiliary results in Section 3. Our main results are presented
in Section 4, followed by their proofs in Sections 5 and 6. Finally, some

numerical examples are given in Section 7.

2. Application to pricing capped Russian options. The aim of this sec-
tion is to give some motivation for studying (1) and (3).

Consider a financial market consisting of a riskless bond and a risky asset.
The value of the bond B = {B;:t >0} evolves deterministically such that

(4) By = Bye™, By >0,7>0,t>0.

The price of the risky asset is modeled as the exponential spectrally negative
Lévy process

(5) S, =SpeXt, Sy >0,t>0.

In order to guarantee that our model is free of arbitrage we will assume that
(1) =r. If X; = ut+ oWy, where W = {W,:¢ >0} is a standard Brownian
motion, we get the standard Black—Scholes model for the price of the asset.
Extensive empirical research has shown that this (Gaussian) model is not
capable of capturing certain features (such as skewness and heavy tails)
which are commonly encountered in financial data, for example, returns on
stocks. To accommodate for these problems, an idea, going back to [12], is
to replace the Brownian motion as the model for the log-price by a general
Lévy process X; cf. [7]. Here we will restrict ourselves to the model where
X is given by a spectrally negative Lévy process. This restriction is mainly
motivated by analytical tractability. It is worth mentioning, however, that
Carr and Wu [6] as well as Madan and Schoutens [11] have offered empirical
evidence to support the case of a model in which the risky asset is driven
by a spectrally negative Lévy process for appropriate market scenarios.

A capped Russian option is an option which gives the holder the right to
exercise at any almost surely finite stopping time 7 yielding payouts

e*O‘T(MO\/ sup Su/\C), C > My > Sy, > 0.

0<u<rt

The constant My can be viewed as representing the “starting” maximum
of the stock price (say, over some previous period (—tg,0]). The constant C
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can be interpreted as cap and moderates the payoff of the option. The value
C' = o is also allowed and corresponds to no moderation at all. In this case
we just get the normal Russian option. Finally, when C' = co it is necessary
to choose « strictly positive to guarantee that it is optimal to stop in finite
time and that the value is finite; cf. Proposition 3.1.

Standard theory of pricing American-type options [23] directs one to solv-
ing the optimal stopping problem

(6) V. (My, So,C) := By supE[BT_le_aT (Mo V osup Sy A C)} ,

T 0<u<rt
where the supremum is taken over all [0,00)-valued F-stopping times. In
other words, we want to find a stopping time which optimises the expected
discounted claim. The right-hand side of (6) may be rewritten as

‘/;’(M()) SOa C) = ‘/e*(xa 8) = Sup E$,S[€_qT+XT/\€]7
TEM
where ¢ =r 4+ o, x =log(Sy), s = log(Mj) and € =log(C).

In (6) one might only allow stopping times that are smaller or equal
than the first time the risky asset S drops below a certain barrier. From
a financial point of view this corresponds to a default time after which all
economic activity stops; cf. [22]. Including this additional feature leads in
an analogous way to the above optimal stopping problem (3).

3. Notation and auxiliary results. The purpose of this section is to intro-
duce some notation and collect some known results about spectrally negative
Lévy processes. Moreover, we state the solution of the Shepp—Shiryaev opti-
mal stopping problem (2) which will play an important role throughout this

paper.

3.1. Spectrally negative Lévy processes. It is well known that a spec-
trally negative Lévy process X is characterised by its Lévy triplet (v,o,1I),
where 0 > 0,7 € R and II is a measure on (—o0,0) satisfying the condition
f(foo,O)(l A z?)(dz) < co. By the Lévy-Itdo decomposition, X may be rep-
resented in the form

(7) Xi=o0B —vt+ XY+ x1?,

where {B;:t >0} is a standard Brownian motion, {Xt(l) :t>0} is a com-
pound Poisson process with discontinuities of magnitude bigger than or equal
to one and {Xt@) :t >0} is a square integrable martingale with discontinu-
ities of magnitude strictly smaller than one and the three processes are
mutually independent. In particular, if X is of bounded variation, the de-
composition reduces to

(8) Xt :dt—?’]t,
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where d > 0, and {n:t > 0} is a driftless subordinator. Furthermore, the
spectral negativity of X ensures existence of the Laplace exponent 1 of X,
that is, E[e?*1] = e%(® for § >0, which is known to take the form

1
(%) P(0) = —~v0 + 50292 + /( O)(egx —1—=0xl,-_1y)(d).
Its right-inverse is defined by

®(q) :=sup{A = 0:9(A) = ¢}
for ¢ > 0.
For any spectrally negative Lévy process having Xo =0 we introduce the
family of martingales

exp(cXy — ¥(e)t),
defined for any ¢ € R for which (c) = log E[exp(cX1)] < oo, and further the
corresponding family of measures {P} with Radon—Nikodym derivatives

dpe
9) I, =OPLeXe ~ vl
For all such ¢ the measure P will denote the translation of P¢ under which
Xo =x. In particular, under IP$ the process X is still a spectrally negative
Lévy process; cf. Theorem 3.9 in [10].

3.2. Scale functions. A special family of functions associated with spec-
trally negative Lévy processes is that of scale functions (cf. [10]) which are
defined as follows. For ¢ > 0, the g-scale function W@ :R — [0, 00) is the
unique function whose restriction to (0,00) is continuous and has Laplace
transform

o tayy(@ __ 1
/Oe W\ (z) dx O 0> d(q),

and is defined to be identically zero for x < 0. Equally important is the scale
function Z(@:R — [1,00) defined by

Z9D(z)=1+¢ / W@ (2)dz.
0

The passage times of X below and above k € R are denoted by
7, =inf{t >0:X; <k} and T]:— =inf{t > 0: X; > k}.

We will make use of the following four identities. For ¢ >0 and = € (a,b) it
holds that
(D (g —
—grt WYz —a)
(10)  Eole™™ I oy] = W@ (b —a)’
ZD(b—a)

- Dy ) WD (g gy E P a)
(1) Eole™ I ) = 292 = 0) =Wz = 0) i =3
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for ¢ > 0 and x € R it holds that

2@ (z) — L W@ (),

(12) E.le 0™ 1 B(q)

{7y <<>o}] =
and finally for ¢ > 0 we have

) Z(Q)(x) q
(13) A WD) ()

Identities (10) and (11) are Proposition 1 in [2], identity (13) is Lemma 1 of
[2] and (12) can be found in Theorem 8.1 in [10]. For each ¢ > 0 we denote by
ch) the g-scale function with respect to the measure P¢. A useful formula
(cf. [10]) linking the scale function under different measures is given by

(14) W@ (z) = €¢(Q)IW¢(q) (z)

for ¢ >0 and = > 0.

We conclude this subsection by stating some known regularity properties
of scale functions; cf. Lemma 2.4, Corollary 2.5, Theorem 3.10, Lemmas 3.1
and 3.2 of [9].

Smoothness: For all ¢ > 0,

C1(0,00), if X is of bounded variation and II has no atoms,
W(q)\(o,oo) €< CY(0,00), if X is of unbounded variation and o = 0,
C?(0,00), o >0.

Continuity at the origin: For all ¢ > 0,

(15) W(q)(0+) _ {d_l, if X is of bounded variation,

0, if X is of unbounded variation.

Derivative at the origin: For all ¢ > 0,

H _
» 4T I00.0) i 5 and T1(—00,0) < oo,
(16) W(0+)=4 , d
=, if 0 >0 or II(—o0,0) = oo,
g

where we understand the second case to be +00 when o =0.

For technical reasons, we require for the rest of the paper that W@
is in C1(0,00) [and hence Z@ € C2(0,00)]. This is ensured by henceforth
assuming that II is atomless whenever X has paths of bounded variation.

3.3. Solution to the Shepp—Shiryaev optimal stopping problem. In order
to state the solution of the Shepp—Shiryaev optimal stopping problem, we
introduce the function f:[0,00) — R which is defined as

1(2)=Z29(2) = W ().
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It can be shown (cf. page 6 of [3]) that, when ¢ > (1), the function f is
strictly decreasing to —oo and hence within this regime

K :=inf{z>0: 29 (2) <qW@(2)} € [0,00).

In particular, when ¢ > 1(1), then k* =0 if and only if W@ (04) > ¢~ 1.
Also, note that the requirement W@ (0+) > ¢! implies ¢ >d > ¢(1). We
now give a reformulation of a part of Theorem 1 in [3].

PROPOSITION 3.1.  (a) Suppose that ¢ > (1) and W@ (04) < ¢~ 1. Then
the solution of (2) is given by

V¥, s)=e"ZD(x — s+ k)
with optimal strategy
™ i=inf{t >0: X, — X; > k*}.

(b) If WD(0+) > ¢~ [and hence q > (1)], then the solution of (2) is
given by V*(x,s) =e® and optimal strategy 7% =0.
(c¢) If ¢ <(1), then V*(x,s) = co.

The result in part (b) of Proposition 3.1 is not surprising. If W@ (0+) >
¢!, then X is necessarily of bounded variation with d < ¢ which implies
that the process (e~ %+¥t),5 is pathwise decreasing. As a result we have for
7 € M the inequality E, s[e"?""%7] < e® and hence (b) follows. An analogous
argument shows that V*(z,s) = %€ for (z,s) € £ with optimal strategy
5 =0and V _(z,s) =e” for (z,s) € E with optimal strategy =0.
Therefore, we will not consider the regime W@ (04) > ¢~! in what follows.
Note, however, that the parameter regime ¢ < (1) will not be degenerate
for (1) and (3) due to the upper cap which prevents the value function from
exploding.

*
7—61762

4. Main results.

4.1. Maximum process with upper cap. The first result ensures existence
of a function g. which, as will follow in due course, describes the optimal
stopping boundary in (1).

LEMMA 4.1. Let e € R be given.

(a) If ¢ > (1) and WD (04) < ¢~ 1, then k* € (0,00).
(b) If g <(1), then k* = oco.
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(¢) Under the assumptions in (a) or (b), there exists a unique solution
ge: (—00,€) = (0,k™) of the ordinary differential equation

_Z9(g(s))
qW @ (ge(s))

satisfying lim g ge(s) =0 and lims_,_ o ge(s) = k™.

(17) gi(s)=1

on (—o0,¢€)

Next, extend g, to the whole real line by setting g.(s) =0 for s >e. We
now present the solution of (1).

THEOREM 4.2. Let ¢ € R be given and suppose that q > (1) and
WD (0+) < g or ¢ <u(1). Then the solution of (1) is given by

Vi (2,5) = e ZD (2 — 5 4 ge(s))
with corresponding optimal strategy
T =inf{t > 0: Xy — X; > g.(Xy)},

where ge 1s given in Lemma 4.1.

Define the continuation region
Cr=C":={(x,s) €E|s<e,s —ge(s) <z <s}

and the stopping region D} = D* := E \ C*. The shape of the boundary
separating them, that is, the optimal stopping boundary, is of particular
interest. Theorem 4.2 together with (15) and (17) shows that

lim g¢(s) =

{ —00, if X is of unbounded variation,
sTe

1-d/q, if X is of bounded variation.

Also, using (13) we see that

lim gl(s) =

§——00

0, if ¢ > (1) and W@ (0+) < ¢~ 1,
1-®(q)7Y,  ifg<w(1).

This (qualitative) behaviour of g. and the resulting shape of the continuation
and stopping region are illustrated in Figure 1. Note in particular that the
shape of g, at € (and consequently the optimal boundary) changes according
to the path variation of X. The horizontal and vertical lines in Figure 1 are
meant to schematically indicate the trace of the excursions of X away from
the running maximum. We thus see that the optimal strategy consists of
continuing if the height of the excursion away from the running supremum
s does not exceed g.(s); otherwise we stop.
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FiG. 1. For the two pictures on the left it is assumed that q > (1) and W@ (04) =0
whereas on the right it is assumed that ¢ < (1).

4.2. Maximum process with upper and lower cap. Inspired by the result
in [22], we expect the strategy Te, A 7}, to be optimal, where 77 is given
in Theorem 4.2 and T, =inf{t > 0: X; <€ }. This means that the optimal
boundary is expected to be a vertical line at €; combined with the curve
described by g, characterised in Lemma 4.1. Before we can proceed, we need
to introduce an auxiliary quantity, namely the point on the s-axis where the
vertical line at €; and the optimal boundary corresponding to g., intersect;
see Figure 2. If ¢ > (1) and W@ (0+) < ¢! or ¢ < (1) define the map
Aey: (—00,€2) = (0,k%) by ae,(s) : =5 — ge, (). It follows by definition of g,
that a, is continuous, strictly increasing and satisfies limgt, ae, (s) = €2 and
limg| oo @, (s) = —00. Therefore the intermediate value theorem guarantees
existence of a unique A, ., = A € (—00,€2) such that A — g, (A) = €. Our
candidate optimal strategy Te, A 77, splits E, := {(z,s) € E:x > €} into
the stopping regions

D;q,ez =Dj:={(z,s) e E:x=¢€1,61 <s< A},
Diereo =D i={(z,s) € Eie1 ST <5 —gey(s), s > A}
and the continuation regions
Clee=Cl={(z,s) eEre1 <z <s,e1 <s< A},
Clleyeo =Cl={(2,8) €E:5 — gey (5) <w <5, A< 5 <2}
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FiGc. 2. A qualitative picture of the continuation and stopping region under the assump-
tion that ¢ > (1) and W9 (0+) =0; cf. Theorem 4.4.

Clearly, if (z,s) € E'\ E,, then the only stopping time in M, is 7 =10
and hence the optimal value function is given by e*®2. Furthermore, when
(w,s) € C; U D7 we have 7, < T, so that the optimality of 77, in (1)
implies V: ., (z,s) =V} (z,s). Consequently, the interesting case is really
(z,s) € C7 U Dj. The key to verifying that T, A 77, is optimal, is to find the
value function associated with it.

LEMMA 4.3. Let € < €3 be given, and suppose that q > (1) and
W@D(04) < g or g <t(1). Define

Ve (x,s), (z,s) € C}; U DY,
‘/61,62(1378) = U€1,€2(x75)7 (va)EC?UD}f
eshez, otherwise,

where V is given in Theorem 4.2,

9e2(A) 7(a) (¢)
U ofes)i= e 20 (@ =)+ W o =) [
and A € (—o0, €2) is the unique constant such that A — ge,(A) =€1. We then
have, for (x,s) € E,

EI7S[67Q(T€1/\TZ2 )+XT51 /\"'5*2 /\62] _ ‘/61762 ($7 8).

Our main contribution here is the expression for U, ,, thereby allowing
us to verify that the strategy T¢, A 77, is still optimal. In fact, this is the
content the following result.

THEOREM 4.4. Let €1 < € be given and suppose that q > (1) and
W@D(04) < ¢! or g <4(1). Then the solution to (3) is gien by V., =

€1,€2
Ve, ep with corresponding optimal strategy 7, ., = Te, NTZ,, where 77, is given
in Theorem 4.2.
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It is also possible to obtain the solution of (3) with lower cap only. To
this end, define when ¢ > (1) and W@ (0+) < ¢~! the constant function
Joo(s) :=k* and A, oo :=€1 + k*.

COROLLARY 4.5. Let €1 € R and suppose that e = oo, that is, there is
no upper cap.

(a) Assume that ¢ > (1) and that W@ (04) < ¢~*. Then the solution to
(8) is given by

V*(l‘,s), (xas)gc}k[,el,ooUD?I,el,oof
(18) ‘/e));,oo(dj78): U€1700(x>8)> (xvs)ec;:el,ooUD?,el,oo’
e®, otherwise,

where V* is given in Proposition 3.1 and
: Z9(1)
W) (t)
The corresponding optimal strategy is given by ¢, o =Te, AT, where T is
given in Proposition 3.1.
(b) If ¢ <(1), then VX (z,s) =00 for (x,s) € E., and V*

€1,00 €1,00
otherwise.

k
Uq,oo(9575):esz(Q)(ﬂf—ﬁl)—i—eelW(Q)(x—el)/ e
s—e€1

(z,s)=¢°

REMARK 4.6. In Theorem 4.2 there is no lower cap, and hence it seems
natural to obtain Theorem 4.2 as a corollary to Theorem 4.4. This would
be possible if one merged the proofs of Theorems 4.2 and 4.4 appropriately.
However, a merged proof would still contain the main arguments of both the
proof of Theorem 4.2 and the proof of Theorem 4.4 (note that the proof of
Theorem 4.4 makes use of Theorem 4.2). Therefore, and also for presentation
purposes, we chose to present them separately.

Finally, if X; = (u — %02)15 + oWy, where p e R,0 >0 and (W) is a
standard Brownian motion, then Corollary 4.5 is nothing else than Theorem
3.1 in [22]. However, this is not immediately clear and requires a simple but
lengthy computation which is provided in Section 7.

5. Guess and verify via principle of smooth or continuous fit. Let us
consider the solution to (1) from an intuitive point of view. We shall restrict
ourselves to the case where ¢ > (1) and W(9(0+) < ¢~ . It follows from
what was said at the beginning of Section 3.3 that k* € (0, 00).

It is clear that if (z,s) € E such that x > €, then it is optimal to stop
immediately since one cannot obtain a higher payoff than e, and waiting is
penalised by exponential discounting. If x is much smaller than e, then the
cap € should not have too much influence, and one expects that the optimal
value function V* and the corresponding optimal strategy 7 look similar
to the optimal value function V* and optimal strategy 7* of problem (2).



12 C. OTT

On the other hand, if x is close to the cap, then the process X should be
stopped “before” it is a distance k* away from its running maximum. This
can be explained as follows: the constant k* in the solution to problem (2)
quantifies the acceptable “waiting time” for a possibly much higher running
supremum at a later point in time. But if we impose a cap, there is no hope
for a much higher supremum and therefore “waiting the acceptable time”
for problem (2) does not pay off in the situation with cap. With exponential
discounting we would therefore expect to exercise earlier. In other words, we
expect an optimal strategy of the form

for some function g, satisfying limg_,_~ ge(s) = k* and limg_, g.(s) = 0.

This qualitative guess can be turned into a quantitative guess by an adap-
tation of the argument in Section 3 of [14] to our setting. To this end, assume
that X is of unbounded variation (W (9 (04)=0). We will deal with the
bounded variation case later. From the general theory of optimal stopping
(cf. [15], Section 13) we informally expect the value function

Vo (2,5) =By s[e" 97 +Yfg€]
to satisfy the system
'V, (x,s) =qVy (z,5) for s — ge(s) < x < s with s fixed,

(19) %(az, s) =0 (normal reflection),
ds T=5—
Vo (,8) | o=(s—ge(s))+ = € (instantaneous stopping),

where I' is the infinitesimal generator of the process X under Py. More-
over, the principle of smooth fit [13, 15| suggests that this system should be
complemented by

(20) P (2,5

=0 (smooth fit).

z=(s—ge(s))+

Note that, although the smooth fit condition is not necessarily part of the
general theory, it is imposed since by the “rule of thumb” outlined in Section
7 in [1] it should hold in this setting because of path regularity. This belief
will be vindicated when we show that system (19) with (20) leads to the
solution of problem (1). Applying the strong Markov property at 7, and
using (10) and (11) shows that

Vg (137 8) = esE:c,s[e_qu_fge(s) 1{ - <7's+}]

€ T
s—ge(s)

_ort _ 5'e
+Ex,s[e qa7s 1{Ts_—g (s)>Tj}]Es,s[€ ng€+XTg€]
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21 (ge(s)) >

= (29 5 4.06) - WO — s+ 00D g )
WD (z — 5+ ge(s))

W@ (ge(s))

Furthermore, the smooth fit condition implies

aV,
0= lim 9 (x, s
zls—ge(s) ox ( )

. W@ (z — s+ ge(s))
= lim
als—ge(s)  WW(ge(s))

By (16) the first factor tends to a strictly positive value or infinity which
shows that V,_(s,s) = ¢*Z@(g.(s)). This would mean that for (z,s) € E
such that s — gc(s) <z < s we have

(x,8) = esZ(q)(a: — 54 ge(s)).

_l’_

‘/ge (8? 8)'

(Ve (5,5) = €*ZD(ge(s)))-

(21) V

€

Having derived the form of a candidate optimal value function V,, , we still
need to do the same for g.. Using the normal reflection condition in (19)
shows that our candidate function g, should satisfy the ordinary differential
equation

ZD(ge(s)) + aW ' (ge(s)) (gl(s) = 1) = 0.

If X is of bounded variation (W@ (0+) € (0,4 ')), we informally expect
from the general theory that V, satisfies the first two equations of (19).
Additionally, the principle of continuous fit [1, 16] suggests that the system
should be complemented by

Voo (@, 8)|a=(s—ge(s))+ = € (continuous fit).

A very similar argument as above produces the same candidate value func-
tion and the same ordinary differential equation for g..

6. Proofs of main results.

PRrROOF OF LEMMA 4.1. The idea is to define a suitable bijection H from
(0,k*) to (—o0,€) whose inverse satisfies the differential equation and the
boundary conditions.

First consider the case ¢ > (1) and W@ (0+) < ¢~ 1. It follows from the

discussion at the beginning of Section 3.3 that k* € (0,00) and that the func-
Z(Q)(S)
qW(Q) (s)
[—00,0) and limgp+ h(s) = 0. These properties imply that the function H :

tion s+ h(s):=1— is negative on (0,%*). Moreover, limgoh(s) €
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(0,k*) = (—o00,€) defined by
o s ZD () -1
H(s).—e—l—/o (1_7qW(Q)(n)> dn

s gW '@ ()
_ d
e+/0 GW@ () — 2@ () "

is strictly decreasing. If we can also show that the integral tends to —oo
as s approaches k*, we could deduce that H is a bijection from (0,%*) to
(—00,€). Indeed, appealing to 'Hopital’s rule and using (12) we obtain

qW(q)(z) — Z(q)(Z)

(22)

. — 1 @D (5 — g (@’
lim I — 2 IR aWVi() —aW(z)
= lim qe® D% (1= () Wa(g) (2) = Wiy (2))

= qe® O (1 = ©(q) Wa(g) (k") — W) (k).

Denote the term on the right-hand side by ¢, and note that ¢ <0 due to
the fact that Wy is strictly positive and increasing on (0,00) and since
®(q) > 1 for ¢ > (1). Hence there exists a 6 >0 and 0 < zp < k* such that

0—5<W for all zg < z < k*. Thus

1 1
<
WD) = Z@(z) ~ = o)k — 2)
This shows that

<0 for zp < z < k™.

s (9)
lim H(s) <e+ lim W)

—————dn=—o0.
stk sth* ), (c—0)(k* —n) g

The discussion above permits us to define g. := H~1 € C'((—o00,€); (0, k%)).
In particular, differentiating g. gives

1 29 (ge(s))

/
ge(S) = =+
H'(ge(s)) gW @ (ge(s))
for s € (—o0,€), and g, satisfies lims_,_o ge(s) = k* and limgpe ge(s) =0 by
construction.
As for the case ¢ < (1), note that by (12) and (13) we have

_q
®(q)

for > 0 which shows that k* = co. Moreover, (23) together with (13) im-
plies that the map s — h(s) is negative on (0,00) and satisfies limg o h(s) €
[—00,0) and limgoo h(s) =1 — ®(q)~* < 0. Defining H : (0,00) — (—00,€) as

(23) ZD(z) — qWD(2) > 2D (z) — WD (z)>0
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in (22), one deduces similarly as above that H is a continuously differentiable
bijection whose inverse satisfies the requirements.

We finish the proof by addressing the question of uniqueness. To this end,
assume that there is another solution g. In particular, §'(s) = h(g(s)) for
s € (s1,€) C (—00,€) and hence

19'(s)] /g(sl) 1 _
§1=¢€— dn:e—l—/ ~ ds =e€+ ——ds=H(g(s1)),
! /<> o) E(5)) o (s T HEE)

which implies that §=H '=g¢.. O

PROOF OF THEOREM 4.2. Define the function
Ve(z,s):= eshe 7(a) (x — s+ ge(s))

for (z,s) € E, and let 7y, :=inf{t > 0: X; — X; > g.(X¢)}, where g, is as in
Lemma 4.1. Because of the infinite horizon and Markovian claim structure
of problem (1) it is enough to check the following conditions:

(i) Ve(z,s) >e*" for all (z,s) € E;
(ii) {e"7V.(Xy, X¢):t> 0} is a right-continuous P, -supermartingale for
(z,s) € E; B
(iit) Vi(z,s) = By g[e 90 TX79 N for all (x,s) € E.
To see why these are sufficient conditions, note that (i) and (ii) together

with Fatou’s lemma in the second inequality and Doob’s stopping theorem
in the third inequality show that for 7 € M,

E, e 7N < B, e V(X X))
<lim ianEw,s[e*Q(t/\T)Ve(XtAraytm)]

t—o00
S ‘/G(x? 8)?

which in view of (iii) implies V* =V, and 7/ =7,..

The remainder of this proof is devoted to checking conditions (i)—(iii).
Clearly, condition (i) is satisfied since Z(@ is bigger or equal to one by
definition.

Supermartingale property (ii). Given the inequality
(24) Eqsle”Ve(Xe, Xy)] < Ve(w,s),  (x,5) € E,

the supermartingale property is a consequence of the Markov property of
the process (X, X). Indeed, for u <t we have

Ex,s[efqtve(Xth)\fu] = eiquEXu,Y [eiq(tfu)Ve(Xt—thfu)]

u

< eiqu‘/e(Xuyyu)-
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We now prove (24), first under the assumption that W@ (04) = 0, that
is, X is of unbounded variation. Let I' be the infinitesimal generator of X
and formally define the function TZ(@:R\ {0} — R by

2
29 (z) = —yZ@ (z) + %Z(Q)”(aj)
T / (2D +y) — ZD(x) — yZ@ (2) 1o _y)TI(dy).
(70070)

For z < 0 the quantity I'Z@(z) is well defined and I'Z(9)(z) = 0. However,
for > 0 one needs to check whether the integral part of I'Z@(z) is well
defined. This is done in Lemma A.1 in the Appendix which shows that this
is indeed the case. Moreover, as shown in Section 3.2 of [17], it holds that

rz9(z) =qz9 (), x € (0,00).

Now fix (z,5) € E and define the semimartingale Y; := X; — Xy + gc(X¢).
Applying an appropriate version of the It6-Meyer formula (cf. Theorem 71,
Chapter IV of [19]) to Z(@(V}) yields P, ,-a.s.

ZD (V) = ZD(x — s+ ge(s)) +my + /t rZ9(y,) du
(25) t '
+ [ 29 6E) - 1) X,
0

where
t t
my = / o ZD'(Y,_)dB, + / Z@D(y,_)dx?
0+ 0+
+ Z (AZ(q)(Yu) _AXuZ(Q)/(Yuf)l{AXuZ—I})

O<u<t

t
[ @O - 200
0 J(—00,0)

— yZ(q),(Yu—)l{yE*H )H(dy) du

and AX, = X, — Xy, AZO(Y,) = ZO(Y,) — Z9D(Y,_). The fact that
I'Z@ is not defined at zero is not a problem as the time Y spends at
zero has Lebesgue measure zero anyway. By the boundedness of Z(@ on
(—00,gc(s)] the first two stochastic integrals in the expression for m; are
zero-mean martingales, and by the compensation formula (cf. Corollary 4.6
of [10]) the third and fourth term constitute a zero-mean martingale. Next,
recall that V(z,s) = e\ Z(@(x — s+ g.(s)) and use stochastic integration
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by parts for semimartingales (cf. Corollary 2 of Theorem 22, Chapter II
of [19]) to deduce that

efqt‘/;(Xtvyt)
=V (z,s)+ M,
(26) .
n / efunrYu/\e(rz(Q)(Yu) — qZ(q)(Yu)) du
0

t ~ — JR—
+ [ R Z DY) g + 2 () (6U(T )~ 1) T

t qutX : . .
where M; = [, e qutXule g, is a zero-mean martingale. The first integral

is nonpositive since I'Z(@(y) — qZE) (y) <0 for all y € R\ {0}. The last
integral vanishes since the process X, only increments when X, = X,, and
by definition of g.. Thus, taking expectations on both sides yields

Ex,s[e_qt‘/e(Xta Yt)] S ‘/e(xu 5)'

If W@(04) e (0,¢q7') (X has bounded variation), then the Ité6-Meyer
formula is nothing more than an appropriate version of the change of variable
formula for Stieltjes integrals and the rest of the proof follows the same line of
reasoning as above. The only change worth mentioning is that the generator
of X takes a different form. Specifically, one has to work with

rZ0() =azW () + [ (29 +y) - 20(@)0(y),
(_OO’O)
which satisfies all the required properties by Lemma A.1 in the Appendix
and Section 3.2 in [17].
This completes the proof of the supermartingale property.

Verification of condition (iii). The assertion is clear for (z,s) € D*.
Hence, suppose that (z,s) € C*. The assertion now follows from the proof
of the supermartingale property (ii). More precisely, replacing ¢ by ¢t A 7,4, in
(26) and recalling that (I' — ¢)Z(@(y) =0 for y > 0 shows that

IEac,s[eiq“/wge)Ve(‘XVt/\Tg6 7Yt/\7'g6 )] = Ve(xu 5)'
Using that 7, < oo a.s. and dominated convergence, one obtains the desired
equality. [
ProOOF OF LEMMA 4.3. For (x,s) € D} we have T,, =0 so that

,q(Tel /\75*2 )+YT€1 /\7_6*2 /\62]

E, s[e

=e’ =U ,(2,5).
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As for the case (z,s) € Cy, write

—q(Tey AT, VX1 ark A2 . —q(Tey; AT, VX 1 arx
Exs[e ane ] Ews[e ? 621{Tel>7',4}]

—q(Tey AT+ X A
+E$78[6 e 1{T51<TA}]

and denote the first expectation on the right by I; and the second expec-
tation by I>. An application of the strong Markov property at TX and the
definition of V} (see Theorem 4.2) give

I =Busle A1, ooy Eaale %)
wxm_ﬁﬂ N
_ W@ =) ag@g, (a)).
W(q)(A—El)e (92( ))

Recalling that s < g.,(A) and using the strong Markov property at 7 yields
IQ = €SE$,3[6_ €1 {T€1<T5+}]

— T+ - € 7
+E$75[€ qTs 1{T€1>TS }] [ q7T: 1+ Teq 1

{T€1<TX}]
ZW(s —e1)
o (2D (g — ) — WD (g — ) E (8 —€1)
—e (Z (x—e) =W (x 61)W(¢])(3—61)>
WD (z—€) —qTe, +X 1.
TWaE )l ey

Z(Q)(S—E )
— o 7D (g — ey WD (g — )22 L
—e (Z (x—€) =W (x 61)W(Q)(s—€1)>
WO@—e) oo ot
NI A R

Next, we compute the expectation on the right-hand side of (27) by ex-
cursion theory. To be more precise, we are going to make use of the com-
pensation formula of excursion theory, and hence we shall spend a moment
setting up some necessary notation. In doing so, we closely follow pages 221—
223 in [2] and refer the reader to Chapters 6 and 7 in [4] for background
reading. The process Ly := X, serves as local time at 0 for the Markov pro-
cess X — X under Pyq. Write L~!:={L;':¢> 0} for the right-continuous
inverse of L. The Poisson point process of excursions indexed by local time
shall be denoted by {(t,e:):t > 0}, where

={e(s) ==X = X1, 10<s <L = LY,

T _ <T;{_S}]'

€1 —s

whenever L, - L;_l > 0. Accordingly, we refer to a generic excursion as £(-)
(or just e for short as appropriate) belonging to the space £ of canonical
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excursions. The intensity measure of the process {(t,e¢):t > 0} is given by
dt x dn, where n is a measure on the space of excursions (the excursion
measure). A functional of the canonical excursion that will be of interest
is € =sup,(s), where ((¢) = ¢ is the length of an excursion. A useful
formula for this functional that we shall make use of is the following (cf. [10],
equation (8.18)):

W'(x)
W(z)

provided that z is not a discontinuity point in the derivative of W [which
is only a concern when X is of bounded variation, but we have assumed
that in this case Il is atomless and hence W is continuously differentiable on
(0,00)]. Another functional that we will also use is p, :=inf{s > 0:£(s) > a},
the first passage time above a of the canonical excursion €. We now proceed
with the promised calculation involving excursion theory. Specifically, an
application of the compensation formula in the second equality and using
Fubini’s theorem in the third equality gives

(28) nE>zx)=

—q7—61 7S+L-,—;1 . 1

E[e {76_175<TX75}]

J— - L71+t - —€ s\€
- E[ Z e 1= 1{€u§u—el+s Vu<t,t<A—s}1{€t>t—e1+s}e 9pt—er+s( t):|
0<t<oo

A—s P B
:E[/ dre”th +t1{gu§u7€1+s Vu<t}/€1{g>t€1+8}e qpt_”“(s)n(dE)}
0

S 1 R
— /0' et—Q(Q)tE[e_th +q>(q)t1{€u§u—61+8 Vu<t}]f(t — €1 —+ S) dt,

where in the first equality the time index runs over local times and the sum
is the usual shorthand for integration with respect to the Poisson counting

. p (9) (q)/
measure of excursions, and f(u) = %VW

taken from Theorem 1 in [2]. Next, note that L; ' is a stopping time and
hence a change of measure according to (9) shows that the expectation inside
the integral can be written as

P*@[z, <u—e; +s for all u < t].

— W @D (u) is an expression

Using the properties of the Poisson point process of excursions (indexed by
local time) and with the help of (28) and (14) we may deduce

t
P‘b(q)[Eu <u—e+ s for all u <t :exp<—/ Ne(q)(E>u—e€ +5)du>
0

_ o) WD (s —e)
W@D(t—e +s)
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where ng(,) denotes the excursion measure associated with X under Pe(@,
By a change of variables and the fact that A —¢; = g, (A) we further obtain
7q7571—s+L

-
61—5 _
1{T€l—S<TX—S}:|

N0

—W@D(s—e 661_3/ el Lt
o)™ | Cwaw

geo (4) VAORN
— _w €1—S t
=-WWW(s—¢€)e /s61 e (—(q)> (t)dt.

Integrating by parts on the right-hand side, plugging the resulting expression
into (27) and finally adding I; and Iy gives the result. [

E(],o[e

PrROOF OF THEOREM 4.4. Recall that T,, :=inf{t > 0:X; <€} and
from Lemma 4.3 that, for (z,s) € E,

—q(Tey A, )JFYT61 ATE, /\62]

(29) Ve,ea(2,8) =Eqg sle
Similarly to the proof of Theorem 4.2, it is now enough to prove that:

(1) Ve eo(z,8) > €2 for all (x,s) € Eg;
(ii) {e_q(tATél)Veh62 (Xt/\TEl ,Yt/\TEI):t >0} is a right-continuous P, s-su-
permartingale for all (z,s) € E,.

Condition (i) is clearly satisfied, so we devote the remainder of this proof to
checking condition (ii).

Supermartingale property (ii). Let Y; := e 9V, ., (X, X;) for t > 0. Anal-
ogously to the proof of Theorem 4.2, it suffices to show that for (z,s) € E,
we have the inequality

(30) EﬂE,S[Y;fATel] < V61,€2 (m,s).

The latter is clear for (z,s) € Dj. If (z,s) € C}; U Dj,;, inequality (30) can
be extracted from the proof of Theorem 4.2 where it is shown that the
process (e "V} (X, X))o is a Py s-supermartinagle for all (z,s) € E. In
particular, the process (Y;)¢>0 is a P, s-supermartingale for (z,s) € Cj, U
D7;. The supermartingale property is preserved when stopping at 7T¢, and
therefore we obtain, for (z,s) € C}; U D7y,

(31) EI,S[Y;?/\TEI] < V€1,62 (137 8)'

Thus, it remains to establish (30) for (x,s) € C}. To this end, we first prove
that the process (YtATel ATE*Q)TZO is a P, s-martingale. The strong Markov
property gives

(32) I[’Ex,s[YVTel/\TE*2 |ft] = YTel/\Te*Q 1{T61 /\7'6"2 <t}
—qt
+e 1 EXt,Yt [YTqAT:Q]l{TEI/\rg2 >t}
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By definition of V, ., we see that

) exp(—qTy +Xr.,), on {Te, <77},
Tey NTE, exp(—q7g, + XTE*Q), on {T¢, > 77},

which shows that the second term on the right-hand side of (32) equals

—qt —q(Tey N8+ X1 r
(& g EXt,Yt [e 1 2 Teg 2](1{t§TX} + 1{t>TX})1{T€1/\T:2>t}

= (e_th61762 (Xt, Yt)l{tgﬂ';} —|— e_qt‘/:; (Xt7 7t)1{t>TX})1{T€1 /\7—6*2 >t}
=e "V, (X4, Yt)l{Te1 N, >t}
=Yilyr arz >ty

Thus, E,, S[YTE1 AT, |F] = Yinr, AT, which implies the martingale property of
(Yt/\Tel /\7.32)t20. Again using the strong Markov property we further obtain
for (z,s) € C7,

Ee s[Yint., [Frz, ) = Yot Lunt, <oz}
—q7e., _
te EQEX_Q} X Yit—uat., ] |u:7—€*2 Lnte, 72y

— T*
<Yirt, Linar, <y +e T2 Ve e (Xr

L X2 )Lt > )

= th/\Tel AT s

where the inequality follows from (31) and the fact that (X YTE*Q) € Dj; on

{t AT, > 72} Thus, Eg s[Yiar, ] < Ueep(%,8) = Vey ey (@, 8) for (z,8) € CF.
This completes the proof. [

PROOF OF COROLLARY 4.5. Part (a) follows from the proof of Theorem
4.4 by replacing g. with go(s) = k* and A by € + k*. For part (b), let
€1 € R be given and recall that due to the assumption ¢ < (1) we have
limg| o ge, (s) = co. For an arbitrary ¢ > €1, the uniqueness in Lemma 4.1
implies that

95(8) =ge, (s — 0+ €1), s € (—00,0).

It follows that limsje g5(s) = 0o for s € R and that limsyes g5(As) = 00.
Hence, for (z,s) € E,, we have
V*

o solT,8) = sup Ex,s[e_Q(T‘lATHYTEl”] > (%m VZ sz, s) = oo.

€1,0
TGM(I o0
On the other hand, if (z,s) € E'\ E,,, then clearly V*

o ool®,8) = €. This
completes the proof. [
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Solution of ODE Stopping and continuation region
0.9 T T T T T T T T T T
08l 2r
07kF 1.8
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0.6F
—
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W
> ®12f
0.4
s
0.3r
0.8F
0.2
0611 X=5
0.1 optimal boundary
0.41 x=s+k*
ol . . . . . . . n T n | . . . . .
0.4 0.6 0.8 1 1.2 14 1.6 1.8 2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1 1.2 1.4 1.6 1.8 2
s T

Fia. 3. An illustration of s ge(s) and the corresponding optimal boundary for ¢ =1.6,
€e=2,0=0,u=3,a=3 and p=0.1.

7. Examples. The solutions of (1) and (3) are given semi-explicitly in
terms of scale functions and a specific solution g. and g, , respectively, of the
ordinary differential equation (17). The aim of this section is to look at some
examples where the solutions of (1) and (3) can be computed more explicitly.
For simplicity, we will assume from now on that every spectrally negative
Lévy process X considered below is such that ¢ > (1) and W@ (04) < ¢~ 1.
Also assume to begin with that there is an upper cap € only.

A first step towards more explicit solutions of (1) is looking at processes
X where explicit expressions for W@ and Z(@ are available. In recent years
various authors have found several processes whose scale functions are ex-
plicitly known (Example 1.3, Chapter 4 and Section 5.5 in [9], e.g.). Here,
however, we would additionally like to find g. explicitly. To the best of our
knowledge, we do not know of any examples where this is possible. One
might instead try to solve (17) numerically, but this is not straightforward
as there is no initial point to start a numerical scheme from and, moreover,
the possibility of g. having infinite gradient at € might lead to inaccuracies
in the numerical scheme. Therefore, we follow a different route which avoids
these difficulties. Instead of looking at g., we rather focus on its inverse

s (@) -1
(33) H(s):6+/0 (1—%) dn,  se(0,k),

where k* € (0,00) is the unique root of Z(@(z) — ¢W (9 (z) =0. It turns out
that in some cases (including the Black—Scholes model) H can be computed
explicitly. Since H is the inverse of g, plotting (H(y),y),y € (0,k*), yields
visualisations of s — g¢(s) for s € (—o0, €); see Figures 3-5. Similarly, plotting
(H(y)—vy,H(y)),y € (0,k*), produces visualisations of the optimal stopping
boundary in the (z, s)-plane; see Figures 3-5. Unfortunately, it is often the
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Solution of ODE Stopping and continuation region
0.35 T T T T T T T T

031

ge(s)

Fia. 4. Left: a visualization of s+ ge(s) for when q=4, e=2, 0 =1 and p=2 (red)
and q=4, e=2,0=1, p=2, a=3 and p=0.1 (blue). Right: an illustration of the
corresponding optimal boundaries.

case that we cannot compute the integral in (33) explicitly in which case one
might use numerical integration in Matlab to obtain an approximation of
the integral. The procedure just described is carried out below for different
examples of X.

7.1. Brownian motion with drift and compound Poisson jumps. Consider
the process

Nt
Xe=oWitpt=) &  t20,
i=1
where 0 >0, p € R, (Wy)i>0 is a standard Brownian motion, (N¢)¢>o is a
Poisson process with intensity a > 0 and &; are i.i.d. random variables which

Solution of ODE Stopping and continuation region
T T T T T T T

0.4

ge(s)

Fia. 5. Left: a visualisation of s+ ge(s) when ¢ =2 and e =2, and X is either a linear
Brownian motion (blue curve, o =+/2, 1 ="0) or an a-stable process (red curve, o =1.6).
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are exponentially distributed with parameter p > 0. The processes (W3)i>0
and (N¢)i>0 as well as the sequence (§;)icn are assumed to be mutually
independent. The Laplace exponent of X is given by

¢(9):%292+u9—p“T99, 6> 0.
It is known (cf. Example 1.3 in [9] and Section 8.2 of [2]) that
e®(@)z e— G e—Cex
vEE) o Teta T
where —(o < —p < —(1 <0 < ®(q) are the three real solutions of the equation
¥(0) = q, and that, for x >0,

(39) W)=

(35) Z9D(z) = D1e®@% 4 Dye=O% 4 Dye=27,

-9 -9 - _ 9
where D1 = gr5p@ay D2 = —aweo @4 Ds = gy
As a first example consider o = 0. In this case 1 (f) = ¢ reduces to a
quadratic equation, and one can calculate explicitly

1 :i(\/(a+q—up)2+4qu—(a+q—up)),

2p

O(q) = i(\/(cﬂrq—up)2 +4pqp + (a+q — pp)).

Moreover, it follows that

L (@U@ )
S g( G (—C)(1— B(g)) )

Using elementary algebra and integration one finds, for s € (0, k),

s D1 ®(q)el®@+)z
H(s) = d
(S) ‘ +/0 (Dl(@( ) - 1) (®(g)+C1)r — DQ(Cl + 1) r
D2C16 §1+<1>(q))a:
/ Dy (o —Dy((1+1)e —(C1+2(q)= dz
_ (I)(Q) Az Cle_ z
_€+A (BeAx_CD CilB—Defo d.’E
_ . 29, Be'—CD| G | |B—CDe ™
~ ' AB B-CD | 4D ®| B-cD |

where A :=(, + ®(q), B = ®(q) — 1,C _% and D :=(; + 1. An

example for a certain choice of parameters is given in Figure 3.
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Next, assume o > 0 and p = oo; that is, X is a linear Brownian motion.
In particular, this includes the Black—Scholes model. Again, as explained in
Example 1.3 of [9], the equation 1 (f) = ¢q reduces to a quadratic equation
and (1 =0 — v and ®(q) =+, where

1
'y::—ﬂ2 and  0:= —+/p? +2q0?
o o

Furthermore, (34) and (35) may be rewritten on x >0 as

W@ () = %e'm sinh(dx) and
(36) 020
79 () = e cosh(dz) — %ew sinh(dx)

and one can compute

| . 1+¢t
87) "= @(Q)Jrcll g<1—‘1>(cI)‘1)'

Using elementary algebra in the first and formula 2.447.1 of [8] in the second
equality one obtains, for s € (0,k*),

B 2 [*° sinh(x)
H(s)=et+ 355 || @q/o? 7 7) cosh(z) — osmb(z)

sinh(tanh™1 (= F~1)) D
sinh(ds 4 tanh (=6 F~1))| )’

_ 24
—6+m<F58—(510g

where F :=2q/0?+~. An example for a certain parameter choice is provided
in Figure 4.

In the next example we combine the first example with the second one.
More precisely, suppose that o > and p € (0,00), that is, a linear Brownian
motion with exponential jumps. In this case we are unable to compute k* and
H explicitly. We therefore find £* numerically and use numerical integration
to obtain an approximation of k* and H, respectively; see Figure 4.

7.2. Stable jumps. Suppose that X is an a-stable process, where o €
(1,2] with Laplace exponent ¢ (6) = 6,6 > 0. It is known (cf. Example 4.17
of [9] and Section 8.3 of [2]) that, for z >0,

W@ (x) = J:a_lEa7a(qa:a) and 2@ (x) = Eq1(qx”),

where E, g is the two-parameter Mittag—Leffler function which is defined
for a >0,8>0 as

./L,TL

Ea,ﬁ(x)zzm.

n=0
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Value function Value function

s 187 17

Fia. 6. Left: a visualisation of V*(x,s) when X is a-stable with parameter choice ¢ =3,
€ =2 and o= 1.6. Right: an illustration of the difference between V., (x,s) (darker surface)

and V¢, ., (x,s) (lighter surface) on C7 ., ., for the same X and same parameters as on

the left. In this case A =~ 1.63, where A is formally defined in Section 4.2.

Again, using numerical integration and a Matlab function that computes
the Mittag-Leffler function (cf. [18]) one may approximate k* and H, re-
spectively; see Figure 5. Additionally, we have computed the value function
for a choice of parameters (Figure 6).

If one considers a lower cap €; and an upper cap €9, then the only thing
that changes for the optimal boundary is that one has to include an addi-
tional vertical line at the value of the lower cap ¢;. However, introducing a
lower cap will make a difference, that is, the value functions V% (z,s) and
Ve e (2, s) will be different for (z,s) € C7 , ,; see Theorems 4.2 and 4.4. Ex-
ploiting the fact that H is the inverse of g, in a similar way as above, one
may also obtain numerical approximations of the value functions V7 (z, s)
and V* _ (x,s); see Figure 6.

€1,€2

7.3. Maximum process with lower cap only. Assume the same setting as
in the second example above, that is, X; = cW; + ut. The scale functions
and k* are given by (36) and (37), respectively. If we suppose that there is
a lower cap €; € R and no upper cap (ea = o), then Corollary 4.5 can be
rewritten more explicitly as follows.

LEMMA 7.1. The V* and Ue, o part of the optimal value function V7
are given by

V*(x’8)2m<¢(q)<es€——xk*)CI+C1<;;]€*)¢(Q)>

z\ —¢ € Bk* u(l
Ue, oo(Ty8) = e l _et / ﬂ du — ¥ (@)
T et B \Jps—er) € =1

and



OPTIMAL STOPPING FOR THE MAXIMUM PROCESS 27

x q’(Q) €1 Bk uy N
+ (= < / C  du—e G )
el I53 B(s—e1) e —1

where B=®(q) + (1 =20 and y= "1,

The proof of this result is a lengthy computation provided in Appendix B.
Finally, if we set €; =€, =1 — 02/2 for some r > 0 and ¢ = \ + r for some
A >0 we recover Theorem 3.1 of [22].

APPENDIX A: COMPLEMENTARY RESULTS ON THE
INFINITESIMAL GENERATOR OF X

In this section we provide some results concerning the infinitesimal gen-
erator of X when applied to the scale function Z(@.

First assume that X is of unbounded variation, and define an operator
(I',D(I")) as follows. D(T) stands for the family of functions f € C?(0,00)
such that the integral

) = @)~ @)

is absolutely convergent for all > 0. For any f € D(I"), we define the func-
tion I'f: (0,00) = R by

0.2
Df(@) = —f'@) + 2 f(2)

+ /(0070)(.)0(33 +y) = f(z) - yf/(a:)l{yzfl})ﬂ(dy)‘

Similarly, if X is of bounded variation, then D(I") stands for the family of
f €CY(0,00) such that the integral

/ (f(x+y) — F(2)T(dy)
(—0,0)

is absolutely convergent for all x > 0, and for f € D(I"), we define the func-
tion I'f: (0,00) = R by
D@ =are) s [ ()~ S
—oo,
In the sequel it should always be clear from the context in which of the two

cases we are and therefore there should be no ambiguity when writing D(T")
and I'.

LEMMA A.1. We have that Z9 € D(T) and the function z+— T ZD(x)
is continuous on (0,00).

Proor. We prove the unbounded and bounded variation case sepa-
rately.
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Unbounded variation: To show that Z(@ € D(T) it is enough to check that
the integral part of T Z(® is absolutely convergent since Z(9) € C?(0, 00). Fix
x>0 and write the integral part of TZ(® as

/( VAV = 20@) 2 )y M)

#2020 g 2P @ ),
where the value § = d§(z) € (0,1) is chosen such that x — ¢ > 0. For y €
(=00, —d) the monotonicity of Z(9) implies
(38) |29 (2 +y) - 29 (2) —yZ' D (2)1(y>_1y| <2219 (2) + 21 (x)
and for y € (—6,0), using the mean value theorem, we have

1292 +y) — 29 (2) — y 2V (a)

= qly[W () - WD ()] where £(y) € (x+y,)
(39)

xr
:q\m' [ weras
&(y)

<q? sp W@().
z€[x—4,x]
Using these two estimates and defining C(§) = f (=5,0) yQH(dy) < 00, we see
that

/( O)\Z(q) (@ +y) = 29D (2) = yZ @' (@)1 (> 1) 1L(dy)

< (229 () + Z9D"(2))II(—o00, —8) + qC(6) sup WD'(2) < cc.
z€[x—0,x]

For continuity, let > 0 and choose 6 = d(z) € (0,1) such that z —26 >0
as well as a sequence (x,)pen converging to z. Moreover, let ng € N such
that for all n > ng we have |z,, — x| < J. In particular, it holds that x,, —6 >0
for n > ngy and hence, using the estimates in (38) and (39), we have for all
n = ng

12D (@ +y) — 29 () = yZ' D ()1 (> 1y

<qy’ S }W(q)/(z)l{yzfé} + (229 () + 29 () Ly< sy
ZE[Xn—0,Tn

<P [ sup ; WD ()1 g5y + 22D (2 +6) + Z9 (2 +6))1y<_g)-
zE€lx—20,x+

Since the last term is Il-integrable, the continuity assertion follows by dom-
inated convergence and the fact that Z(9 € C%(0,00).
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Bounded variation: To show that Z@ € D(T) it is enough to show that
the integral part of I'Z(@ is absolutely convergent since Z@ e C'(0,c0).
Using the monotonicity and the definition of Z(@ | it is easy to see that for
fixed = > 0,

/ 120 (@ 4 y) — Z9()|T1(dy)
(—00,0)

<220 (@)(=o0,~1) +qW () [ |yiTI(dy) < .

)

The continuity assertion follows in a straightforward manner from dominated
convergence and the fact that Z(9) € C1(0,00). O

APPENDIX B: A LENGTHY COMPUTATION

ProOOF OF LEMMA 7.1. The first part is a short calculation using the

definition of 7, &, (1, ®(¢) and that cosh(z) = €= and sinh(z) = £=¢—.
As for the second part, recall that, for (z,s) € C7 U Dj,

. 7(a) (t)
W) (t)

k
U61700(1’75)ZesZ(‘I)(fz:—el)—i—eelVV(‘I)(:z:—el)/ e
s—e€1

It is easy to see that
ot Z\9(t) :et@ 1 + 1 _etL‘Q
W@ (¢) 2 \1—e 20t @20t 1

2 9
which, after a change of variables, gives

k> y Z 9 (t) . 0_2 Bk* pu(l+y) s Bk* R i
@) 4 v—1 u—1
s—e1 w ( ) B(s—e1) € B(s—e1) €
2
where 8 = ®(q) + (1 = 20 and y = 3~ L. Denote the first integral on the right-
hand side I; and the second integral I5. After some algebra one sees that
Ue, 00(, s) equals

+ — e,

e1+k*
T (Ba)e—a) _ ~Ca—a))

€ @) e—a) 4 ~Cila—e)y _
(e +e )
2

el efl
_ Y —CG(z—e) Z (g (z—er)
(40) 256 Il—|—2ﬁe I
e a@@—a)p € —Ge—a)
+ 256 I 2ﬁe Is.
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Next, note that the last line in (40) can be rewritten as

el

26

et et
—(e2@—e) 4 —Qlr—a)y( — ) — ﬁe—ﬁ (@—e)p 4 ﬁe‘l’(@(w—el)h
_ %(eé(q)(qu) + efgl(qu))(ek* o 65761)

_ e, 4 @),

23 23 ’

where the equality follows from evaluating I; — Is. Plugging this into (40)
and simplifying yields

Uel,oo(l‘, 8) = _6*41(1761)e€1l371[1 + e@(q)(1761)661ﬁ71[2
+ e TP@Emaleh g7l 4 eamamale gmlg(g).

Rearranging the terms completes the proof. [J
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