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Abstract

The implied volatility slope has received relatively little attention in the literature on short-time asymptotics
for financial models with jumps, despite its importance in model selection and calibration. In this paper, we fill
this gap by providing high-order asymptotic expansions for the at-the-money implied volatility slope of a rich class
of stochastic volatility models with independent stable-like jumps of infinite variation. The case of a pure-jump
stable-like Lévy model is also considered under the minimal possible conditions for the resulting expansion to be
well defined. As an intermediary result, we also obtain high-order expansions for at-the-money digital call option
prices. The results obtained herein are remarkably different from those obtained in recent papers ([11] [14]) for
“close-to-the-money” option prices in that they aid in understanding how the behavior of implied volatility near
expiry is affected by important model parameters, such as the leverage and vol vol parameters, that were not present
in the aforementioned earlier results. Our simulation results also indicate that for parameter values of relevance in
finance, the asymptotic expansions give a good fit for maturities up to one month.
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Introduction

Since the emergence of the Black-Scholes option pricing model, there have been two main themes in the evolution
of financial models: jumps and stochastic volatility. Both model features have their merits, and combining jumps
in returns and stochastic volatility allows to calibrate the implied volatility surface across strikes and maturities.
However, the increased generality comes at a cost as models that combine stochastic volatility and jumps are often
highly complicated to calibrate and implement. An important line of research has therefore been to examine various

extreme regions of the volatility surface and attempt to understand how different model features and their associated
parameters affect the behavior of option prices (see [1], [2], [8], [10], [11], [14], [16], [22], [27], and references therein).

In particular, a number of recent papers have shed light on the short-time asymptotic behavior of option prices
and implied volatility, and revealed that those quantities exhibit markedly different behavior from one model setting
to the next. For instance, while implied volatility typically converges to a nonzero value in purely continuous models,
the short-term volatility smile tends to be much more pronounced in the presence of jumps as a consequence of the
fact that, as expiration approaches, the implied volatility blows up off-the-money, but converges to the spot volatility
at-the-money (see, e.g., [10], [I4], and [27]). This feature of jump models is actually desirable as it is consistent with
empirical observations at short maturities.
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For models with jumps, the first order asymptotics of option prices can usually be established under rather general
conditions (cf. [I], [16], [23], [27]). Unfortunately, those approximations are known to require unrealistically small
maturities to attain satisfactory accuracy, and they tend to only reflect information on the most basic model parameters.
These drawbacks have in turn motivated the search for higher order asymptotics. For out-of-the-money (OTM) options,
such asymptotics can be developed under relatively mild conditions (cf. [I0] and [12]). However, for at-the-money
(ATM) or close-to-the-money options, which are of great practical relevance in that the most liquid option are near
the money, one requires additional conditions, e.g., to ensure the convergence in distribution of the log-return process
in short-time (cf. [24]). This approach was adopted in [I4] to derive second-order asymptotic expansions for ATM and
close-to-the-money options under a stochastic volatility model with Lévy jumps, under minimal conditions.

The second drawback mentioned above is particularly prevalent when it comes to the stochastic volatility component,
and the current body of works sheds little light on the short-time effect of the underlying volatility process. For instance,
under a stochastic volatility model with tempered stable-like jumps (see Section Bl for model details), the first-order
asymptotics for ATM options in [23] coincide with the Black-Scholes model, and even the second-order asymptotics
developed in [14] depend on the volatility process only through the spot volatility. In the present work, we resolve this
issue by analyzing the short-time behavior of the ATM implied volatility skew, which turns out to depend strongly on
key parameters of the underlying volatility process such as the leverage and vol vol parameters.

Concretely, we investigate the behavior of the at-the-money implied volatility slope (i.e., the strike derivative),
as maturity tends to zerdd. This quantity has received comparatively little attention in the literature, but is highly
relevant for model selection and when calibrating models to observed option prices, especially in FX markets, where it
is standard to effectively quote directly on smile slope and convexity (c.f. Section 2 in [2]). Despite the aforementioned
smile explosion in models with jump, the limiting behavior of the OTM implied volatility slope can usually be elucidated
from the corresponding asymptotic expansion for implied volatility, by taking the derivative with respect to strike (see
@5T) below for further details). However, that is not possible in the ATM case, which is notoriously difficult when it
comes to short-time asymptotics and usually requires a separate analysis and further model assumptions.

In what follows, we assume that the interest rate r is 0 and that the price process S := (S¢)i>0 of the underlying
asset is a P-martingale, normalized to Sy = 1. We denote the implied volatility by &(k, ), where x := log(K) is the
log-strike (or log-moneyness), and ¢ is the time-to-maturity. Let C(x,t) = E (S; — e")_ denote the price of a European
call option with maturity ¢ and log-strike s, and CP%(k,t, o) denote the price of the corresponding option under a
Black-Scholes model with volatility o. Then, the following classical formula for the implied volatility slope is obtained
from CP%(k,t,6(k,t)) = C(k,t), via the implicit function theorem:
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where ® and ¢ are the standard Gaussian cumulative distribution function (CDF) and probability density function
(PDF), respectively, and we have used the well known identity C,(k,t) = —e"P (S; > "), which holds, e.g., whenever
S; admits a density function. Hence, the problem of obtaining an expansion for the implied volatility slope in small
time, boils down to obtaining asymptotic expansions for the implied volatility &(k,t) and the transition probability
P (S; > e), which in financial terms, can be thought of as the price of a digital call option with log-strike .

Due to their practical relevance, we will mainly be concerned with ATM options, i.e., when x = 0. In that case, by
letting 6(¢) := 6(0,t) and using the fact that &(k,t)v/t — 0 as t — 0 (which holds under mild conditions), in addition
to the standard approximations ®(z) = 1 + 7=+ O(z3) and 1/(V271¢(z)) = 1 + 22/2 + O(2*), as  — 0, (1) can

be written as

aaé:,t) - 2% (% S, >1) - (,2%; Lo (((}(t)\/z)?’» <1+ ("%\5)2 +0 ((&(t)\/i)4>> ., (12)

as t — 0. In [28] it is shown that (2) converges to a nonzero value for a Merton type jump-diffusion model,
and considerable empirical support is provided for a negative relation between expected stock returns and the ATM

IPractitioners commonly use the terms “skew” and “implied volatility skew” for the ATM slope of the implied volatility curve for a
given expiration date (see, e.g., [21]). We will use the terms interchangeably.



implied volatility slope, estimated by the difference between implied volatilities of short-term, near-the-money call and
put options. The result in [28] is extended in [8] to general Lévy jump-diffusion models. Concretely, for a general
exponential Lévy process with volatility o and finite Lévy measure v, it is shown that
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The previous relationship is actually a particular case of a more general result in [I], where techniques from Malliavin
calculus are used to obtain the leading order term of the volatility skew under a Lévy jump-diffusion model with an
independent stochastic volatility component, which may be non-anticipative. However, in [20], using S&P500 index
options the authors reached the conclusion that adding Poisson jumps to a stochastic volatility model is not sufficient
to account for the implied volatility skew at short maturities. For models of infinite jump activity, the authors of
[8] also show that the leading order term of the skew is of order t=% for bounded variation Lévy processes, as well
as for some specific infinite variation cases such as the Normal Inverse Gaussian (NIG) and Meixner processes. For
tempered stable Lévy processes, as defined in [6], Proposition 8.2 in [2] can be interpreted as giving an expression for
the ATM strike derivative, but under some extremely restrictive assumptions on the model parameters. Finally, it is
worth mentioning a related literature on the relative prices of OTM calls and puts, termed the skewness premium in
[3], and used as a measure of the asymmetry in the volatility smile. Sufficient conditions for the skewness premium
to be positive or negative, in terms of the model parameters, are derived in [9], for a large class of exponential Lévy
models.

In this paper, we consider the case of tempered stable-like Lévy processes, as introduced [11] and [14], with and
without an independent continuous component. More concretely, in the pure-jump case, we consider

St = SQGXt, (13)
where X stands for a pure-jump Lévy process with a Lévy measure of the form

v(de) = C (%) 2| Y 1 q(w)d, (1.4)
for some constants C'(1), C(—1) € [0, 00) such that C(1) + C(=1) >0, Y € (1,2), and a bounded function g : R\{0} —
[0,00) such that g(z) — 1 as x — 0. In the case of g(x) = 1, X is the well known stable process (cf. [25]), while
for g(x) = e’Mml{I>0} + e*G|m|1{I<O}, X is commonly referred to as a tempered stable Lévy process (cf. [6]). We
also point out that the restriction on Y implies that X is of infinite variation, and is supported by recent econometric
studies of high-frequency financial data sets (see Remark 2.2 in [11]).

For the model described in the previous paragraph, a second order expansion for the ATM implied volatility is
given in Theorem 3.1 of [I4], under a minimal integrability condition on g around the origin. Specifically, it is proved
that

6(t) = V2o tv 73 +\V2m00t? + 0(t?), t—0, (1.5)

with oy := E(Zf), where, under P, (Zt)t>0 is a strictly stable process with Lévy measure 7(dz) = C(z/|z|)|z| =Y ~dz,
and
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For the transition probability appearing in ([T]), we have P (S; > e”) = P (X; > &), but while a lot is known about
P (X; > k) for nonzero & (cf. [13]), much less has been said about P (X; > 0) for processes of infinite jump activity.
The leading order term for certain pure-jump Lévy models (e.g., NIG, Meixner, and CGMY) is obtained in [§], while,
for tempered stable-like processes,

P(X,>0)—P(Z, >0), t—0, (1.7)



under a mild regularity condition on ¢ around the origin. The limit (7)) is a consequence of the fact that t_%Xt
converges in law to Z1, as t — 0 (cf. [24]), and can not be extended to higher order terms. However, procedures similar
to the ones used to derive the “close-to-the-money” option price expansions in [I1] and [I4], allow us to obtain a closer
look at the convergence. Concretely, the following novel higher order asymptotic expansion is obtained:

P(X;>0)—P(Z >0) = det’“ V) dett 4 ftto(t), t—0, (1.8)

where n := max{k >3 : k(1 —1/Y) < 1}. It is important to point out that the leading order term is dit!~ v for all
Y € (1,2). This can be compared to the expansion for ATM option prices given in Theorem 3.1 of [14], where the first
and second order terms are of order tv and t, i.e. the convergence here is slower.

As a byproduct of (LH) and (L)), we then use (L2]) to deduce an expansion for the ATM implied volatility slope,
which also exhibits explosive behavior as t — 0. Furthermore, some qualitative properties, such as its sign and order of
convergence, can easily be recovered from the model parameters (see Remark B.4] for further details). We reiterate that
this kind of information is important when it comes to model selection and calibration. For example, in FX markets
the smile skew has been observed to be very steep for small maturity options, which contradicts a model where the
FX dynamics are driven by a pure diffusion process, as such processes result in a finite limit of the ATM slope.

In order to incorporate a continuous component of diffusive type into the price dynamics, we consider the model
Sy := SpeXttVe where (Vi)i>0 is a stochastic volatility process of the form

AV, = u(Yy)dt + o (Y;) (detl V1 p2th2) . Vo=0, (1.9)
dY; = a(Yy)dt +~y(Y)dW}, Yo =y, (1.10)

and (W})i>0 and (W2);>0 are independent standard Brownian motions. From a practical point of view, such models
are more appealing than the ones based on a Brownian motion since, among other reasons, homogeneous Lévy processes
do in general not fare well when considering options across maturities, and are not capable of incorporating mean-
reverting or clustered volatility effects as observed in empirical time series of financial returns. Under this model,
Theorem 4.1 in [14] supplies an expansion for the ATM implied volatility,

Gt) =o(y)+ o1t 7 +o(t 7 ), t—0. (1.11)
where
g1 = (C(l)}jr(g(__ii)22 r <1 - %) o(yo) Y. (1.12)

Also, it is simple to show that P(X; + V;) — 1/2, as t — 0, but the literature is quite sparse beyond that. In this
paper, we show that

kt +et2—|— t2 +0t2 , t—0, .
dy, (1 f 0 1.13

where n := max{k >3:k(1-Y/2) < (3-Y)/2}. Comparing this to the expansion for ATM option prices given in
Theorem 4.1 of [I4], where the first and second order terms were of order t3 and tg, reveals that the convergence
here is slower, as in the pure-jump case, unless C'(1) = C'(—1), in which case the summation term vanishes. Piecing
together the above results gives the following novel expansion for the ATM implied volatility slope:

06 (K, t)
Ok

= —\ 27T de t(lig)kié —_

~k=0 k=1 g yO)

1
- (\/27rf + 551) % po(t' 7)), t—0, (1.14)

where ¢ := 5 — 10’ (10)7(y0), and 7 is a constant that depends only on the parameters of X. As in the pure-jump case,
important qualitative properties of the ATM skew, such as its sign and order of convergence, can easily be recovered
from the model parameters (see Remark [.4]) and used to construct simple parameter restrictions. For example, it is



observed that in the symmetric case when C'(1) = C'(—1), the skew converges to a nonzero value, ¢/o(yp), as in jump-
diffusion models. The expression ([LT4) also offers a significant improvement over existing results in that it depends
on both the correlation coefficient p and the volatility of volatility, o’(y0)v(yo). In particular, this is in sharp contrast
to the expansions for option prices and implied volatility, where the impact of replacing the Brownian component by a
stochastic volatility process was merely to replace the volatility of the Brownian component, o, by the spot volatility,
a(yo). The effect on the implied volatility skew of a nonzero correlation p between the asset price and volatility can
furthermore be quantified as

1 pa’ (o) (yo)

2 oy)

which is a new result in the literature (see Example 7.1 in [I] for a related result for jump-diffusion models of finite
activity).

(1+0(1), t—0,

As explained above, the asymptotic expansions obtained herein can be used to infer several important features
of the implied volatility smile. However, we also mentioned that in the presence of jumps, the domain of validity
of such expressions can be small, which could potentially limit their usefulness for practical work. Nevertheless,
numerical simulations carried out in Section [ indicate that for the important class of tempered stable processes, with
practically relevant parameter values, our expansions for ATM digital calls and the implied volatility slope give good
approximations for maturities up to a month. Hence, the expansions obtained in the present manuscript are of practical
relevance in, for example, FX markets, where there are actively traded options with very short maturities (cf. [2]).

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. Section 2] introduces the class of tempered stable-like Lévy processes,
and Section [J] contains the results for the transition probability and implied volatility slope in the pure-jump case.
Section [ then defines the continuous component and presents the analogous results in the mixed case. Section
contains numerical examples. Finally, proofs of technical results are collected in the appendices.

2 Framework and auxiliary lemmas

Let X := (X;);>0 denote a pure-jump tempered stable-like Lévy process, as introduced [1I] and [14], defined on a
filtered probability space (Q, F, (Fi)i>0, P) satisfying the usual conditions. That is, X is a Lévy process with triplet
(0,b,v) relative to the truncation function 1f,<1} (see Section 8 in [25]), where the Lévy measure v is given by
(T4, for some constants C(1),C(—1) € [0,00) such that C(1) + C(—=1) > 0, Y € (1,2), and a bounded function
q : R\{0} — [0, 00) such that g(z) — 1 as & — 0. Let us also introduce the following additional technical conditions,
conveniently selected to facilitate the proofs of some of the results that follow:

(1) / gz)—1—« (%) x| |z|™Y "ldr < oo; (i) limsup [ng(x)l <oo; (iii) inf g(z) >0, Ve >0. (2.1)
lz|<1

|z|— o0 |£L'| || <e
Here, a(1) and a(—1) are real-valued constants. We emphasize that the main results below only require condition (i)
to be satisfied, which controls the behavior of the Lévy density around the origin. In particular, a sufficient condition
for all 1 <Y < 2is given by q(z) = 1 + a(z/|z]) 2 + O(2?), as x — 0.

Next, define the measure transformation P — IF’, under which X has Lévy triplet (0, I~), V), where 7 is the Y-stable
measure

T

v(dx) = C (—) lz| =Y ~d, (2.2)

|

and b is given by
~ 1 0
bim b+ / 25— v)(dz) = b+ C (1)/ (1—g@) e Yde—C (—1)/ (1= @) ||~ da.
lz|<1 0 ~1
In particular, the centered process (Z;)¢>0, defined by

Zt = Xt - ’;/t, (23)



with 7 := E (X1), is a strictly Y-stable process under P. Note that

C(1) — (1)
Y -1

1 0
y=b+ + C(l)/o 7Y (1 —q(z))dz — C(-1) [1 lz| 7Y (1 — g(x)) d. (2.4)

As is well known, a necessary and sufficient condition on the parameter b for S; := SpeX* to be a martingale is given
by
b= —/ (e” — 1 —aly<1) v(dx). (2.5)
R
In that case, 4 can also be written as

© 0
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By virtue of Theorem 33.1 in [25], a necessary and sufficient condition for the measure transformation P — P to be
well defined is given by

/RO (e“"(x)/Q - 1)2 v(dz) < oo, (2.6)

p(a) i= — Ing(a).
dP| 7,

In what follows it will be useful to write the log-density process U; := log a5, 28

where, hereafter,

Up = Uy +nt = / /R N(ds, dz) +1 /R (e_“’(””)—l—i—cp(x)) #(d), (2.7)

which follows from Theorem 33.2 in [25], and is valid provided that

J.

We state without proof the following lemma, which is a simple adaptation of Lemma A.1 in [I4] (see further details in
[5]):
Lemma 2.1. Under (21]), both (Z4) and (28) hold true.

e @) _1 4 W)‘ 5(dz) < 0. (2.8)

We shall also make use of the following decomposition

Zy = / /a:N (ds, dx) / / N (ds, dx) / / N(ds,dr) = Z(p)+Z( n) (2.9)

where, under ]IND, Zt(p ) and Zt(p ) are strictly Y-stable random variables with respective Lévy measures
7P (dzx) == C(Q)|2| ™ M Lpaoyde, 7 (dx) = C(=1)|z| Y g0y da. (2.10)

Finally, for future reference, we denote by Lz denotes the infinitesimal generator of the process (Z;)¢>o, which, for a
function g € C7, is given by

(L29)(@) = [ (alu+ o) - gla) ~ ug' @) € (| |)|u| Yoy, (2.11)



3 Pure-jump Lévy model

In this section, we study the short-time asymptotic behavior of the ATM implied volatility slope under the exponential
Lévy model S; := SpeXt, where X := (X;);>0 is a pure-jump tempered stable-like process as described in the previous
section. As explained in the introduction, the ATM slope is related to the probability of the process X being positive.
The following theorem gives an asymptotic expansion, in small time, for such a probability, which sometimes is termed
the positivity parameter of a process (cf. [ p. 218]). The expansion is explicit up to a term of order O(t'/Y) (see

the subsequent Remark BH). Below, 7 is as in Eq. (Z4)), Zl(p) and Zin) are defined as in Eq. 3), and, finally, f, ),
1
[y, and fz, are the probability density functions of pr), Zl(")7 and Z; = Zl(p) + Z£n), respectively.
1

Theorem 3.1. Let X be a tempered stable-like Lévy process with a Lévy measure as described in (I.4)). Furthermore,
assume that the condition

/ gz)—1—« <£> x| |z| Y "lde < oo, (3.1)
|z|<1 ||
is satisfied for some constants (1), a(—1) € R. Then,
k(1
P(X;>0)—P(Z >0) = det V) bet? 4 ft+o(t), t—0, (3.2)
where n := max{k >3 : k (1 — %) <1}, and
-1 k—1 ~ e
@ = %v’“ $V0), 1<k<n, (3.3)
— = ( 7(P) = ( 7(n)
¢:=a(1)E (le 1{Z§p)+zin)20}) +a(-1)E (Z1 1{Z§p)+zin)20}) : (3.4)
f=3a(1) = a(-10)E (207 f 0 (-27))
+P(Z, <0) 0(1)/ (G(z) =1 —a()z) ™Y de (3.5)
0
0
—-P(Z;, >0) C'(—l)/ (G(z) =1 — a(=1)z)|z| Y " da.

Remark 3.2. The processes covered by Theorem B.I] include stable processes, where g(x) = 1, and tempered stable
processes as defined in [6], where g(z) = e~ )””1{ >0} + € o= 1)m1{1<0}, with (1), a(—1) > 0. As mentioned in the
introduction, they are of particular importance for practical applications, and will be studied numerically in Section
It is also important to note that condition (3] is the minimal condition needed for the expansion to make sense.
That is, if 1)) does not hold, the coefficient f is not well defined.

For b satisfying condition ([Z3), (S¢):>0 is a martingale, and the previous result can be translated into an asymptotic
expansion for ATM digital call prices. Together with (L2) and ([H)-(L6), it then gives the following asymptotic
expansion for the ATM implied volatility slope.

Corollary 3.3. Let X be a tempered stable-like Lévy process as in Theorem[31), with b as in (Z.3), so that Sy := Spe™*
18 a martingale. Then,

96 (K, 1) _ 2%(%_le>0 detk (e+%) (f+ )H—o()), t—0, (3.6)

with oy := E (Z1) and o2 as in ([L34).

Remark 3.4. A few comments are in order:



(a) It is important to point out that the leading order term of B2) is dit'~¥ for all Y € (1,2). Furthermore, the
coefficients of ([B:2)) can be ranked as

d1t17% = = dy tm(lf ) - et¥ = d +1t(m+1)( ) = dntn(li%) = [t t—0,

where m = max{k > 2: k(1-1/Y) < 1/Y} and, as usual, f(t) = g(t) (vesp. f(t) = g(t)) if im0 | f(¢)/g(t)| = 0
(resp. liminf, o |f(¢)/g(t)| > 0). This can be compared to the expansion for ATM option prices given in Theorem
3.1 of [I4], where the first and second order terms are of order t¥ and t, respectively, i.e. the convergence here
is slower.

(b) Tt is informative to note that the summation term in (32) comes from expanding the probability of a stable
process with drift being positive. Specifically, we have

P(Z +At>0)—P(Z >0) = det’“ +0(t<"+1>( )), t 0.

The other terms, e and f, arise as a result of the discrepancy between X and a stable process. In particular,
this implies that the probability of X being positive at time ¢ can be approximated, for small ¢, by the analogous
probability for a stable process, up to an error term of order O(t%). Similarly, the same probability can be
approximated by that of a tempered stable process (as defined in Remark [3.2]), up to an error term of order O(t).

(¢) As mentioned in the introduction, the implied volatility of OTM options explodes as ¢ — 0, while for ATM
options it converges to the volatility of the continuous component. Here we see that the ATM implied volatility
slope also blows up as ¢t — 0, with a sign that can easily be recovered from the model parameters. Indeed, when
Zy is symmetric (i.e. C(1) = C(—1)), it is of order t2~ ¥, with the same sign as the parameter 7, i.e. the center

of X under P, but, when C(1) > C(—1) (resp. C(1) < C(—1)), it is of order ¢t~ % with a negative (resp. positive)
sign.

Remark 3.5. There exist explicit expressions for E (z]) and P(Z; > 0) (sce [L1] and references therein):

Y \|¥ Lo (B YR\ (L 1+B2t27rY o
COS —2 COS —Y arctan _A an —2 _Y _A an —2 5
- 11 B Y

> — J— — -

P(Z, >0) = +7ryarctan<Atan< 2)),

where A := C(1) + C(-1) and B := C(1) — C(—1). The derivatives f(lC 1)( 0) can also be explicitly computed from
the polynomial expansion for the stable density (see, e.g., Eq. (4.2.9) in [29]). Indeed, it follows that

690 = (1 DD g ()

0+Y 2 Y 7Y
p= Sy 6—;arctan (Btan( 5 )) , Co = €OS (arctan (Btan7)> ,

and # = (C(1) = C(-1))/(C(1)+ C(-1)) and ¢ = —I'(=Y)cos (%) (C(1) + C(—1)) are the skewness and scale
parameters of 7.

E(zf) = Zrn(-n)t

where

Proof of Theorem [3.11

Step 1: Let X be a tempered stable-like process as in the statement of the theorem. In this step, we will show that
([32) holds under the additional assumptions that the g-function of X satisfies (2.1}Hi) and ([ZIHii), so that Lemma 2]
is valid. Throughout, we use the notation introduced in the previous section. Let us start by noting that

P(X:20)~P(Z120)=E (¢ "Lzz-5) ~E(Liz>0)
=E ( (Zi>—Ft ¥} 1{2120}) +E (e = 1) 11z,> 51)
=: 1(t) + I2(2), (3.7)



and we look at each of the two terms separately. For the first one, we have

0

L(t)=P (21 > _%1—%) —~P(Z > 0) :/ L 22z, (3.8)

AR

and, since fz(+) is a smooth function (see e.g. [25], Prop. 28.3), we can write, for any N € N,
N n
=Y 1O+ hw(2),
n=0 ’

where hy(2) = o(zV) as z — 0, so we can find 5 > 0 such that |hy(2)| < |2|V, for |2] < |’y|t}v_%. Plugging this into

B3] gives

n+1 n

SO ) o (1)) o (3.9)

N-— n) 0 0

Z (0)/ 1 ”dz—l—/  hy(2)dz
=0 0od 5

N

Next, we further decompose the second part of 1) as follows
L) =E((e™" ~ 1) Liz,>-s1)
=E (( - 1) 1{thfat}) + (e -1)E ((e_ﬁ“ - 1) 1{22,%}) + (e~ 1) E (Liz,2-50)
= I3 (t) + BB() + (1), (3.10)
where it is clear that
I2(t) =o(t), IB@t)=-nP(Z >0)t+o(t), t—0. (3.11)
We use Fubini’s theorem on the first term to write
B =E((e% - 140) 175 5) ~E(Tilz>50)

= /0 (e_”” - 1) P (Zt > —At, (7,5 < x) dr — /000 (e_”” - 1) P (Zt > —At, (7,5 > x) dx —E (ﬁtl{thffyt})

— 00

= Jy(t) + JI(t) + T3 (). (3.12)

Analogous arguments to those in [I4, Egs. (A.11)-(A.14)] can be used to apply the dominated convergence theorem
and obtain

1, o 1 o, > _

}1_1}% gJQ (t) :/_OO (e” )}1_13(1) tP(Zt > —4t,U, < x) dz /_OO (e —1)/0 Lo <a}P(dy)de =: 91,  (3.13)
and

lim 2J2(t) = (e 1 1IP>Z> 3t,U; > ) d = 1 001 (dy)dr =: 95. (3.14
im0 =~ | (e =)l F (22 ATz a)de=- [ (e —)O tonzaP(dy)de =: 0o (3.14)

Finally, to deal with the third term of IZ), we decompose U; = fo J o(z)N(ds, dz) as

U, = // ( |) N(ds, dz) // ( ):CNds dz) = U — U2, (3.15)

Bt = ~E (U175 50) +E (0P 1z, a0 ) = —J5(0) + 2. (3.16)

so that



First, for J32(t), note that

E (Zt(p)l{thf’vt}) =E (Zt(p)l{ZtZO}) +E (Zt(p) (1{Zt(p)+Zt(")>:yt} N 1{Z§”)+Z§")>0}))

) w [2

1 1~

tvE (Z 1{Z1>0}) tvE <Z1p /_~ =% g fZ{n)(Z)dz)

Y E (z< >1{Zl>0}) AE (pr)fzim (-Zf”)) Fot), t—0, (3.17)

since sup,cg f,m (2) < co. Similarly,
1

E (Zt(n)l{ZtZ*’-Yt}) = t%E (Zl(n)l{Z120}> + ﬁtﬁ (Z£n)fZ£p)(_Zl(n)) + O(t)v t—0. (318)

=¥ ( ( 1{Zl>0}) +a(-1 )IE (Zin)l{zlzo} )
+3t(a(1) = a(-1)E (271, (=217)) +o0(t), t—0. (3.19)
For J3!, we will show that
J3R) =E ((751)1{22_%}) — 9t +o(t), t—0, (3.20)
where
_ oo . 0
V:=C()P(Z; < O)/ (a()z —Ing(z))z~ Y tdx — C(-1)P(Z;, > O)/ (a(=1)z —Ing(x)) |z|~Y "dz. (3.21)
0 —00

Combining (FI0)-@B2T)) then gives an asymptotic expansion for I5(t), which together with (317) and 3) yields (32),
after some standard simplifications. To complete the proof we therefore only need to show [B20). In order to do that,

define f(z) := p(z) + « (\w\) x, and, for ¢ > 0, further decompose ﬁt(l) as

gw = //f N(ds, dz) //< N(ds, dz) + // N(ds, da) = TOD(@) + 00D (1), (3.22)
rl<e o>

and let
J3t) =E (17§111>(t)1{zt2_%}) +E (17§112>(t)1{zt2_%}) = J1e(t) + Joc (1) (3.23)

For future reference, recall that ¢(z) = —Ing(z), and

[1r@lotas) < <| |) oo

in light of ([B1), the boundedness of 7, and the fact that 21I) implies (Z8)) as proved in Lemma 21 Now note that
Us(l’z) (t) is a compound Poisson process with drift; i.e., we can write

g(z)| v(dz) + / |g(z) = 1 —Ing(x)| v(dz) < oo, (3.24)

N

082 = 891+ 37 (7).

i=1
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where () .= — flrl>6 f(z)p(dz), (Nt(a))t20 is a counting process with intensity A(®) := flml>€ v(dz), and (51'(5))1'61\1 are
ii.d. random variables with probability measure D(d;v)l{|m|>5}/)\(5). We can also write
t - t - N© 5 N
ti= [ [aNanan = [ [ st + 360 -t [ antan) = 204 Y 60 4o
0 0 J]z|<e i—1 |z|>e i—1
and, under @, v Zt(g) 2, Zy as t — 0 (see [24], Proposition 1). Then, by conditioning on Nt(a), we have
Joelt) = e N BOE (22 NG = 0) + 2Ot TE (B + £(6)) 17,250 NP =1) +0(t)
SN O (=L 5() ~ 1—L1 G e (g)
=e¢ B(E)t]P’ (t vz, > —(F+ C(E))t Y) + 2\E¢e E (f(fl )1{Zfs)+£§5)27(’V+c(5))t}) + o(t)
=9t +o(t), t—0, (3.25)
where
99 = BOP (212 0) + XOE (£(E)1 00y, )
o0 —€
=C(H)P(Z < O)/ (a(l)z —Ing(z))z™Y tde — C(-1)P(Z; > O)/ (a(=1D)z —Ing(x)) |z| 7Y ~'d,
€ —00
and the second equality follows from standard simplifications. Moreover, in light of ([3.24]),
9 -0 —0, £—0. (3.26)
For (75(1’1)(1%) we note that by (3224) and Theorem 10.15 in [I7], we can write
¢
o0 = [ [ f@Nsdn) ~t [ fstda),
0 Jlz|<e |z <e
and, for each t > 0,
[Tt <E[UMD ()] < 2t/ |f(@)|(de) = K€t =0, ase—0. (3.27)
|z <e
Finally, (8:20) follows since, by 3.23), :23) and B21),
J31 t J31 t
“KO 49 < timinf 220 < pimsup 28 < g 4 g0,
t—0 t t—0 t

and the lower and upper bounds converge to ¥ as ¢ — 0 in view of ([B:26]) and ([B.27]).
Step 2:

Now assume that X is a tempered stable-like process whose g-function satisfies (3.1]), but not necessarily the additional
conditions imposed in Step 1: (ZI}i) and 2IHii). We would like to approximate it by a process whose g-function
satisfies those conditions, and for which the result [3.2)) is therefore known by Step 1. To do that, first note that since
g(z) — 1 as x — 0, we can find €9 > 0 such that inf|, <., g(z) > 0. Next, for each § > 0, let (29, F©) P©)) be an
extension of the original probability space ({2, F,P), carrying a Lévy process R independent of the original process

X, with Lévy triplet (0, 30, V}(;f)) given by

VO (de) == C (2] )2]) e 17V0L ppmey e Y Mz, BO) :=/||<1wv§$)(d:v)- (3.28)

In particular, R() is a compound Poisson process and can be written as

R =3¢, (3.29)



(

where (Nt((s))t20 is a Poisson process with intensity A\(%) := f|m|>50 VR)(d:C) and ({i(é))ieN are i.i.d. random variables

with probability measure ug) (dz)/AP). Let us recall that, by the definition of a probability space extension (see
[17]), the law of X under P®) remains unchanged. Also, all expected values in the sequel will be taken with respect
to the extended probability measure P, so for simplicity we denote the expectation under P() by E. Next, we
approximate the law of the process X with that of the following process, again defined on the extended probability
space (Q®), F©) p()):

X9 .= x,+RY. (3.30)
Then the Lévy triplet (0,5, () of X©) is given by

B = b+ 5O, WO (da) i= Cla/lelal g (@) = Claflal)o| Y (aw) + e 0Ny, ) do, (331)

so it is clear that §(®) satisfies the conditions in (). Hence, the probability measure P can be defined as described in
Section B using the jump measure of the process X (9 and note that for 5(9) := E(Xl(é)), we have, using the expression

(m)’

7 = p® 4 % +C(1) /01 zY (1 —q® (:v)) de — C(-1) /0 || =Y (1 —q® (:v)) dzr =7,

after plugging in the above expressions for b(®) and §(®). Now, since ¢(®) satisfies the conditions in Step 1, we know
that 2 holds for X i.e. that

P(X{7>0) B (2 >0) Z At () et 4+ fOt+o(t), 0, (3.32)

where n := max{k >3 : k (1 — ) < 1}, dy and e are independent of 6 and given by B3)-B3), and

1 =5 (1)~ a(-1)E (2 f00 (-2")) (3.33)

+E2 <000 [ (9@ -1-a()) e e
~ 0 0
~P(Zi > 0)0(—1)/

— 00

((j(‘s)(x) -1- a(—l);v) lz| 7Y " da.
Now, from the triangle inequality, it follows that
]P(Xf‘” > 0) - ‘P(Xt > 0) —P(X,f‘” > o)‘ <P(X,>0)< ]P(Xf‘” > o) n ‘P(Xt > 0) —P(X,f‘” > o)‘ . (3.34)

and, by conditioning on the number of jumps of the process R(), we have

RO .= ’]P’ (X, >0)—P (X§5> > o)’ =A@t ’]P’ (X, >0)—P (Xt +e@ > O)‘ Yo(t), t—0, (3.35)
which, in particular, implies that
lim lim ¢~ 1R(5) 0, (3.36)
5—0t—0

since \(®) = f\w\zao e~ 171/95(dx) — 0, as § — 0. By subtracting P (Z; > 0)+>7_, dt*(1=%) £ e t¥ from the inequalities
in (334), applying the expansion [B32)), dividing by ¢, taking the limit as ¢ — 0, and using (3.30]), it is clear that

1

im - > > k( —etv | = ®,
tlgr(l)t(]P’(Xt_O) (Z1 > 0) det etY> (%1_r)1(13f

Therefore, to conclude, it suffices to show that %irr(l) f@ = f. with f as in (33), which follows from B33) and the
N

dominated convergence theorem. O
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4 Lévy jump model with stochastic volatility

In this section we consider the case when an independent continuous component is added to the pure-jump Lévy
process X. Concretely, let S; := SpeX*TV¢, with X as in the previous section, while for the continuous component, V,
we consider an independent stochastic volatility process of the form (L9)-(TI0), defined on the same probability space
as X, where (W});>¢ and (W?);>0 are standard Brownian motions, relative to the filtration (F;);>0, —1 < p < 1,
and a(-), (), u(+), and o(-), are such that V' and Y are well defined. Moreover, it is assumed that o¢ := o(yo) > 0,
and that there exists a bounded open interval I, containing yo, on which a(-) is bounded, «(-) and p(-) are Lipschitz
continuous, and o(-) is a C? function. In the sequel, ¢s(-) (resp. ¢(-)) denotes the probability density function of a
N(0,62) (resp. N(0,1)) random variable, while

= /OZ ¢(x)dx, zeR. (4.1)

Let us also recall that Lz, defined in (ZI1]), denotes the infinitesimal generator of the strictly stable process (Z;)>o.
The next theorem gives an asymptotic expansion for the probability of a tempered stable-like process being positive,
in the presence of a continuous component satisfying the previously described conditions.

Theorem 4.1. Let X be a tempered stable-like process as in Theorem[3 1l and V a diffusion process as described above.
Then,

1
P(X,+V;20) =3 detk T petr 477 +o(t’ ), t—0, (4.2)

wheren—max{k>3 k(l——)< } and

dy, = U(yokﬂ/:’g\p(()), 1<k<n, (4.3)
e = (5 + nlyo) = 5o/ (00)7(00) ) 6, (0), (1.4)
e (AEADLACDOCD - CUEECD (ot ) - o' wn ) 1+ 1)) & (05)

where & := [ ¢o ()2 7Y da.

Remark 4.2. A few observations are in order:
(a) Using the notation of Remark B4] the terms can be ordered with regard to their rate of convergence as

At F = e dpt™(E) = et3 m d t MV E) o g (-F)

t—0,

where m := max{k : k(1 —Y/2) < 1/2}. A comparison of this to the expansion for ATM option prices given

in Theorem 4.2 of [14], where the first and second order terms were of order tz and tg, reveals that the
convergence here is slower, as in the pure-jump case, unless C'(1) = C(—1) (see (@8] below).

(b) As stated in the proof, there is another useful characterization of the dj-coefficients in terms of a short-time
expansion for a certain functional depending on ([@I]). Concretely, the coefficients dy, .. ., d, are such that

E(V(Z) =P (Zi+o(yo)Wi >20) — > => dit* +0@"™),  t—0.
k=1

When Z; is symmetric (i.e., when C(1) = C(—1)), it follows that IE(\I/ (Z)) = 0, and all the d’s vanish. In that
case, the expansion simplifies to

1
P (X, +V;>0)= 5+et2+f1t T 4ot T ),  t—0. (4.6)

13



(c) Interestingly enough, the correlation coefficient p appears in the expansion. Moreover, so does o’ (yo)v(yo), i.e.
the volatility of volatility. That is in sharp contrast to the expansions for option prices and implied volatility,
given in Theorem 4.2 of [I4], where the impact of replacing the Brownian component by a stochastic volatility
process was merely to replace the volatility of the Brownian component, o, by the spot volatility, o(yo).

(d) Similarly, the leading order term d; depends on the jump-component via Ly, and the parameters ¥4, «(1), and
a(—1), also appear, containing information on the tempering function g, i.e. the Lévy density away from the
origin. That is again in contrast to what was observed in Theorem 4.2 of [T4], where the leading order term only
incorporated information on the spot volatility, o(yo), and the approximation was altogether independent of the
g-function.

(e) Tempered stable-like processes are a natural extension of stable Lévy processes. In the pure-jump case, the
“deviation” of X from a stable process does not appear in terms of order lower than ty (see Remark B4lb).
Here, recalling that X; has the stable representation X§*!' := Z; + 4t under P, Theorem 1] implies that,

a(1)C(1) + a(—
Y -1

o ~1) [ - -
P(X;+V;>0)—B (X +V, >0) = )/ oo (@) Ydut"z +o(t77 ), t—0.
0

In other words, for small ¢, one can explicitly approximate the positivity probability of X; + V; by that of
XL V4, up to a term of order higher than ¢(3=Y)/2,
(f) One can find a more explicit expression for the constant f by noting that
Y41
= -y (o(yo)) " -y _ (o(yo))' V27 Y
= o d = E W = F 1 - 5
| enfaetvar = L —p iy N a

using the well-known moment formula for centered Gaussian random variables. Moreover, in Appendix [A] we
show that the first two coefficients in (@3] are given by

—O(= 0 o —Yo-% -
4= W -CCY / (0() - o0 2~ ar = ~(c) - o) IR E L (220) )

(o(y ))YY VY (Y — 2
102(1

b= =5 wz / / (¢ +9)6(a +y) — 20(x) ~ yo(y) ) (zy)~" drdy. (4.8)

In the case when eX*+V# is a well defined P-martingale, the previous result can be viewed as an asymptotic expansion
for ATM digital call prices. Consequently, it can be combined with ([ZZ) and (CII))-([TI2) to obtain an asymptotic
expansion for the ATM implied volatility slope.

Corollary 4.3. Let X and V be as in Theorem [[1, with b as in (Z3), p(-) = —30(:), and (LI)-(II0) such that e**
s a true martingale. Then,

B 06 (K, 1)
Ok

)

- 1
=Vor Y dt0mEE oy (\/27rf + 5@) =% 4o(t'"2), t—0, (4.9)

k=0 k—1 ]

c:=7— 3p0’(yo)v(vo), and, if C(1) = C(—1), the expansion becomes

B 06 (k,t)
Ok

=24 <\/%f + 151> £ fo(tTT), t—0. (4.10)
k=0 70 2

Remark 4.4. The previous result shows that the order of convergence and the sign of the ATM implied volatility
slope can easily be recovered from the model parameters. In the asymmetric case, i.e. when C(1) # C(—1), it blows
up like £z~ 7, and has the same sign as C(1) — C(—1). However, when C(1) = C(—1), the summation term in (@3J)
vanishes, and the slope converges to a nonzero value, —c/og, as t — 0, as in jump-diffusion models. In both cases it is
observed that the slope behavior is less explosive than in the pure-jump case.
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Proof of Theorem 4.1l

Step 1: We first show that (£2) is true when p(-) and o(-) are assumed to be bounded, by considering the stopped
processes

b= p(Yinr), 0t :=0(Yinr), 7T:=inf{t:Y; &1}, (4.11)

where I is a bounded open interval containing yo, such that o(-) is C?, u(-) and «(-) are Lipschitz, and «a(-) is bounded
on I. Note that due to the continuity of u(-) and o(-) around yo, we can find constants 0 < m < M < oo such that
|ie] < M and m < &, < M. Throughout the proof, we set o9 = o(y0), po = 1(y0), a0 = a(yo), vo = v(yo), and
pi=+/1—p2

As in the pure-jump case, we also start by assuming that the g-function of X satisfies (2IHi) and (2I}Hii). Then, the
idea is to reduce the problem to the case where fi; and ; are deterministic, by conditioning the positivity probability
on the realization of the process (W}!')o<t<1. To do that we follow similar steps as in the proof of Theorem 4.2 in M
On a filtered probability space (Q F, (ft)t>0, ) satisfying the usual conditions, we define independent processes X
and W2, such that the law of (Xt)0<t<1 under P is the same as the law of (Xt)0<t<1 under P, and (Wt Jo<i<1 is a
standard Brownian motion. Also, for any deterministic functions /i := (fis)se[0,1], 0 = (Fs)se[0,1], and ¢ := ({s)sefo,1]5
[,5,q

belonging to C([0,1]), the set of continuous function on (0,1), we define the process (V7 7)g<;<1 as follows:

t t
‘Ww”?i/n¢M+pm+ﬁ/nhﬂﬁi 0<t<l. (4.12)
0 0

With this notation at hand, we consider a functional ® : [0, 1] x C([0,1]) x C([0,1]) x C([0,1]) — [0, 1], defined as

O(t,ji,5,q) =P (Xt et > 0) . (4.13)
Then, for any ¢ € [0, 1],
P (X + Vi >0|W),s€[0,1]) = @ (t, (f1s)sefo,1]> (Fs)sefo,], (Ts)sefo,1]) (4.14)
where
s := /0 GudW,. (4.15)

For simplicity, we omit the superscripts in the process f/f"&’q, unless explicitly needed. Throughout the proof, we
assume that it and & satisfy the same uniform boundedness conditions as i and &; namely, m < &; < M and || < M
for any t € [0,1].

As in the pure-jump case, we define the probability measure P’ on (Q F ) as described in Section 2] but replacing the
jump measure N of the process X by the jump measure of X. We also define the strictly stable process Zy =X, —
where 7 := =F (Xl), and E/ denotes the expectation with respect to the probability measure P'. Note that the law of
(Vt)tgl under P’ remains unchanged and, under both P and ]P”,

Ve~ N (3 E i, 0°(57)?) (4.16)

where, for t € (0,1],

1 t t
it = ;/ fiods € [=M,M], & = / 52ds € [m, M]. (4.17)
0 0
Now, note that

P(Xt+VtZO):]P’(t*%XH—t*%VtZ()) —_
t—0 2
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by Slutsky’s theorem, and the facts that t=3V; — A ~ N(0,02) (cf. [T4], Bq. (4.47)), and t~v X 2, 7,, where 7
is a strictly Y-stable random variable (cf. [24], Prop. 1). Next, in order to find higher order terms in the expansion,
we investigate the limit of the process
1
R, =P(X;+V, 20)—5, (4.18)

as t — 0. In terms of the functional ®, R; can be expressed as
1
Rt—E<]P)(Xt+‘/t ZO|W51,S€ [0,1]) —5)

_ _ _ 1
= <‘I’ (t, (:U’S)SE[O,I]v (Us)se[o,m (Qs)se[o,l]) - 5)

E
= E ((i) (t, (Iis)sef0,1), (Fs)sefo,1)» (@ s)sG[O,l])) . (4.19)

Therefore,

2Vi>
= Il(tvﬁa&ad) +12(t5ﬂ7&aq)7 (420)

and we analyze the two terms separately. For the first one, we use (£I6) to show that

0
Il(tvﬁﬂ&aq/) - ]E/ (/ _1 . 1 _1 Qb’”*(iE)diE
T F L (VHADEE 7 2 i

POy )
. —t %Zt—(aﬂm)t%—t’%pqt ~, —t*%Z—t*%pq}
=E / ¢psr(x)dr | +E / ) o (Pper () = dpoy (2)) da
) )

1. 11 o; (%) _1 SR
—t 2 Zi—(+a)t2 =t Zpqe —t 22— (+po)t2 =t~ 2 pge
1. 1
_ —t 27—t 2pqs ~ 0
+ E / 1. 1 1 ¢PUO( + E' (/ 1. 1 ¢ﬁ&f (J/')dz[:)
—t 2 Z—(F+po)t2 —t~ 2 pgs —t"2Z1—t" 2 pgy
= It i, 0,0) + I (4,6,0) + 17 (8,) + 11 (1,5, ), (4.21)
where we recall that ¢,(-) denotes the PDF of a N'(0,0?) random variable. For the first term of (2], we have
1 - 1 Lt

E|1}(t,5,5,9)| < t2¢pm (O |} — po| < tiaﬁﬁm(O);/ Eljis — polds = O(t), =0, (4.22)

0

where the last step follows from Lemma Iﬂ( ) below Slmllarly, for the second part we use Lemma [B.I}(ii), and the
easily verifiable fact sup,cp |dps; (2) — Gpo, (2)] = — ¢0, (0)],

£33 + po

m2p\/2m

We now consider the third part of (@21, I3 (¢,q). To this end, assume 7' := 5 + po > 0 (the analysis when 7" < 0 is

E|L(t,6,0)| < 37+ 1m0lE |ép0; (0) — Gy (0)] < PR |5, — 09 = O(1), ¢ 0. (4.23)
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identical), and write
_1 -
37,
—1 o1 —1 o1
t72pog ) — Gpoy (—t™ 2 pogd )) dx

—t
AR T =B [T (e
—t 22 —7't2
—t22, . )
b B ([ (Gl =t E ) = Gy o =t o))
—t72Z,—A't2
5 (bt o) — 1,00
= I (4 ) + 102 (4 6t + 15 (), (4.24)

where ! € R. First, for I;"'(t,4"), use Fubini’s theorem to write
/ (¢ﬁoo (l’ - P%féd}l) — bpoy (—PUOF%U’ )) Ji(x)d

—t27vg) < 7t*T |2|~Y ! where the inequality is a spec1a1 case of
)

[N

131( vl):t—

where Ji(z) = ]IND’( —ti vz -ty < 7,
([@34)) below, and holds for some constant &, all  # 0 and ¢ < 1. Moreover, J;(z) ~ 5'C (le) 2| Y 1% % ast — 0

which follows from fz(z) ~ C (‘7””‘) || =Y~ || — oo (cf. [25], 14.37)

On the other hand, it is easy to see that

E (%oo (z — pooWy) —
so0, in light of the above relations, the dominated convergence theorem can be applied to E(I 3 1(t W, )) to obtain
(4.25)

fi 28 (1 (6 W7)) =7 (CC0)+ CC-1) [ (0ny () — dr 0) 5 e

¢ﬁoo(_pUOW11)) = Goy (T) = G0, (0) = O(xz)v z—0,

For the second part of (£24]), we can find a constant £ such that
1 o1 ~ =10 -1 o
t~2 pog )}gm‘t 2, —t 209w,

1
¢Uoﬁ($ —t szt) - ¢Uoﬁ(‘r

for all z € R, and E|t*%(jt — oot~ 2 W} | = O(t2) as t — 0, by Lemma [BI}Hv), so
—o(tT), t—0. (4.26)

E(132 (t.q Wt)) = O(t}) =
®o0(0), which together with ([@24)-({24]) gives

Finally, E(1* (t,W}!) ) = 0 since E (¢p0, (—pooWi))
(4.27)

E (I} (t,q)) = 760, (0)t2 +7 (C(1) + C(-1)) /0 w<¢ao<x>—¢go<0>> Yo ldettT do(t’T ), t—0

Before handling the fourth part of (2I]), let us introduce some further notation. First, note that by Itd’s formula
& A dWrdwl + / / (O’ o, + O'Z’Yi) dudW} = ooW} + € + €2, (4.28)

Oy 1= a(Yu/\T)7

t t
@ :/ G dW?r = ooW} +/ /
0 0 JO

where
0 = 0" (Yu)L{uzry,

6'; = UI(Yu)l{u<T}u Oy =

Also, define
ol ,_ 1\2
t) = 50'0’701f ((”1) - 1) ) (4.30)

/ / hodW AW = Salio (W})? -
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and, for reals @' and 5 , let

N —t73 Zi—t" 3 p(oou +€) _
j) =E / bpzz (x)dx | +E / - ) R
,tfiztftiﬁp(a'oi)1+f)

It o, q o,
—t 2Z—t 2pgy
_ 0 _ 0
+ E' </ 1. 1 ¢f700 (:E)d:t) + E (/ 1. 1 ((bﬁ&? (I) - (bﬁffo (I)) dIE)

T2Z:—t 2 pogw! —t" 22—t 2 pogw?

= J(t,8,¢,0", &) + J(t, 6, 0", &) + J(t, ) + Tt ¢, 0h). (4.31)
For the first term, we have

(4.32)

§-a")=om, t—o,

E ‘Jl (t,t_T,(j, tha 15170>‘ S ¢ﬁm( )pt 2 (E |§t ‘ +E
by Lemma [BJ}(v). For the second term, Cauchy’s inequality, ({30), and Lemma [B}(iii), can be used to show that

E |61 (670 (0) = 7m0 <0>)\ =0(t}), t—0,

and, therefore, using again that sup,cp |¢ps: () — dpoo ()] = |57 (0) — dpo, (0)]
_1
. —t 2 Zi—poow
. (Jz (mthlv 2’0)) —E|®& / 1 1 G oo (2)d FO(t), t—0,
7t7§thpcrmI;7t§ Lobyo(w?—1)
B=W]

where above we also used that (€70, W}) 2 (35070t (W1)? —1),¢Y/2W}). Thus, by the dominated convergence

theorem,
(4.33)

3
lim ¢=3E (72 (1.0, W2, °) ) = £0620E ((W)? = 1) dpm (p00W})) = =260, (0)000.

t—0
where the last step is the result of elementary calculations. To find the second order term of .J2, define

—tié Zt—po'()’lf) p
/ pon@)r | — Ly (7 ~ 1) G (ot

1.
—t" 2 Zy—poow—t2 §oyo(w?2—1)

-

1 o 1
L t72 Zi4t2 Sopyo (w7 —1)
:t’EE"/
27,

=13 / (Goop(T + pogd) —

((baoﬁ(x + pUOw) - ¢Uoﬁ (PUOIT))) dx

(baoﬁ (poolﬁ)) Jt(l', tf})d:v,

where
Jy(x,0) =P (t_% <<tz + t2§0670 (w2—1)) - P (t_% vt—i-t%gofﬂo (w*—1) <<
=P (t%_%x tl_%gogvo (w?—1) < 7y <t7i™ %x> - (t%_%:v <7 <t ivg— tl_%gafﬂo (w? — 1))
t%féz
- /1 1 1 fZ(Z)dZ’
t27 Y a—t'"Y Lolyo(w2—1)
for which we can find a function f such that
[Te(ar, )| < FQm)e 7 : (4.34)




forallz #0and t <1, and E ( f (Wll)) < 0o (see Appendix [A]). Then apply the dominated convergence theorem twice
to write

lim ¢~ (J2 (t, W) )) = /700 lim ¢~ "2 E ((doep(z + pooW1) = doop (pooW)) Ji(z, W) da

t—0 t—0

= / E ((¢Uoﬁ(x + pU()Wll) — boop (pooWll)) %i_r)%t_gbft(x, Wll)) dx

— 00

= Sot0 [ B (@nople +p0u¥) = b (poal)) (W2 = 1) € (2 ) ol

— 00

= €+ 05t [ (60) (5 -1) +60,0) ) (435)

0

where the final two equalities follow from the tail estimate fz(z) ~ C ( ) |z| =Y =1 |o| — oo (cf. [25], 14.37), and
standard calculations. The second application of the dominated convergence theorem above follows from ([@34]), and
the boundedness of ¢55,. The first application of it can also be justified using (£34)) for |z| > 1, but for |z| < 1 we use

Taylor’s theorem to switch the order of limit and integration. More precisely, we can write

[]

o . o 1
Goop(T + pool) = Goyp(pootd) + x ¢, (x + paow)‘wzo + 5 $2¢Uop($ + poo) |p=¢, (4.36)

where 0 < [£;] < |z|, so

! 1
¢ (/_1 ((eop(@ + pooWY) = Gaop (po0WV1)) Ji(e, W) dw) - / . (% 2® @ 5@+ pooWi)| . Ji(z, W11)) da,

—1

because ¢, 5(x + poow )| o = 5 L8 6 5(poot) and E (Wi ¢oo5(pooWi)Ji(x,W})) = 0, due to symmetry. Then,
#34), and the fact that ¢” () is a bounded function, allows us to apply the dominated convergence theorem,

. _3-Y ! x? 1 ! . _3=Y z? 1
limt¢~ 2 E 7¢00p(x+paow)’ :Eth(a:,Wl) dx = limt~ =2 E —(baop(a:—l—paow)‘ :ngt(x,Wl) dx

=0 —1 120 2
1
= / %l_r)%t ( (Qboop(x + PUOW1 ) = Poop (pU()Wll)) Ji(z, Wll))da:,
1

where we have again used ([{30). Finally, from [@33]) and (£30) we get

2B (7 (1.0.W6) ) =~ 006 = (€O +C-1) [ 6y ) = 0y (O ™

3 7
P00 0

+(C(1) + C(—l))iz /OO oy (2)z Y Pldzt’ +o(t =), t—0. (4.37)
09 Jo

Next, for the third term in (@31, let P denote the probability measure on (€2, F, (F;)1>0) defined in Section B and let
Z = (Zt)t>0 be the process defined in ([23). Note that by the independence of Z and W', and the fact that the law

of Z under P’ is the same as that of Z under ]P’

E (J? (t,W}) ( ¢pgo(x)dx> -
—t 2Z,5 onW1

1 / Ppoo (Y — 1) Ppoy (1) dudy) -

(,
E( i, P W1 )
(L

Z —Ytl Y/2)
¢ (y) dy) : (4.38)

|~

=E

N~

ﬁ

o\;
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where the second equality follows from a change of variables, y = x + pogWi, while for the last equality we used

the_self-similarity relationship sY Z, 2 Zst. Therefore, it is sufficient to find the asymptotic behavior, as t — 0,
of IE(\I/(Zt)), with U as in (). But, since ¥(z) has continuous and bounded derivatives of all orders, an iterated
Dynkin-type formula (see [13], Eq. (1.6)) can be applied to obtain

. n k thrl
E(¥(Z:) = 0(0)+ > =LEW(0) +
k=1

/1(1 — )"E (LN (Zyy)) de,

n! Jo

for any n € N, where Ly is the infinitesimal generator of the strictly stable process Z, defined in (2I1). Therefore,

N kY -
E (J* (t,W})) :Z%IZW(O)H““‘%MLOOW), t—0. (4.39)
k=1 ’

Finally, for the fourth part of (£31]), use Taylor’s theorem to write
Ppoo (T)

00

x2 o K\ [k
Q—zzy%—w+m@ﬂ@—m%

Pp; (€) = bpoy (2) — P20

where hy(c;) — 0, as 67 — 09, and the boundedness of 5; away from 0 and oo allows us to find a constant K such
that 0 < |h,(57)] < K, for all t <1 and all 2 € R. From the latter condition, Lemma [B.I}(iii), and Lemma [B.I}(iv),
it follows that

E (J4t,5, W) = —E | (67 — 00) B /”Zt Gpo(@) (1 2\ o oW
T 7t7%tht7%pogizl go ﬁ208 L .
W =W

0'070 / i 2
/WdIE / T @) do +O®), t—0,

2.2
—t7 22—t 2 pogi! P Uo
wi=w}

where the second equality follows from Lemma [BI}(vi). To handle the last expression, let us first note that

t t
Wlds| W} ~ wl
[ (G g3).

Therefore, again using the probability measure P and the process Z := (Zi)1>0, as in [@3]), we can write

—t 2Zt 2
(o) xr
3 E (J'(t,o,W))) = t3/2/ W, ds/ Bpoo () (1 — ﬁ202> dx| W}

Uo”YO t- 2Zt poot” 2W1 0

_1
=~ 1 _1 1 —t 2% $2
=K §t 2 Wt / . N ¢ﬁo’o (ZC) 1-— W dx

—tiEZt—pa'otfﬁwt1 0

e (2().

where we have used the self-similarity relationships S%th 2 WL and sV 7, 2 Zst, and the notation

@w:ﬂmlwwﬂmwéﬁ%)>—¢ax—ﬁw.

0

Since W(z) has continuous and bounded derivatives of all orders, we proceed as in (39) and obtain

00

/
0p70

-2

E(J* (t,,6,q, W) = B(0)t% + Ly0(0) 77 +o(t™= ), t—0, (4.40)

20



where \if(O) = pp?$(0) and
Lz9(0) = (C(1) + C(=1))pp" /0 ( bon (u)(05 — u?) —aoc;m(o)) uY "y,

which trivially follows from (ZTII]). Thus, combining [{@3T))-([@32), and @37)-([EA0), gives an asymptotic expansion
for E (I(t,7,q)), which, together with (Z2I)-@2Z3) and @27), finally gives

n —kY 1k
o o} L%W(0 Y P
E(L(tp5.0) = Y 220 =) 1 (5 Loty o, (0)¢

Nl=

k! 2
k=1
1 1 o) 3_ 3_
- w (7 — Lot (1 + Y)) / Gy ()™ Pz t™= +o(t"T ), (4.41)
ogY 2 0

as t — 0, where n = max{k > 3 : k(1 —Y/2) < (3 - Y)/2}, and we have used integration by parts to write
/0 (oo () = Poy (0))z™Y o = USY / oo ()2~ Y Tl

Now consider the second part of [@20). By using [27) and similar steps as in ([3I2), followed by the decomposition
BI3), we can write

R(t, 1,5,q)
_l’_

E (T,

w-A

=, (7(1) 2) RV
—E (U 1{ “EV>—t 3 1{ tzft’%Zt—fyt%]) —I—R(t,u,o,q)

> 5
= —L(t,j1,5,9) + Ix(t, ji,,9) + R(t, (4.42)

t, i1, 5,q)
where E (R(t, f1,7,7)) = O(t), ast — 0, and E (~1 (t, i, 7, )) O(t) since Ut Y is a finite variation process. We further
decompose Iy(t, fi, 5, ) as

I2(t7/17&7(j) = O‘(l)E/ ( t(p) {t *%\“/ -3 (Zt(P)_i_Zt(n)) —t %}) + a( 1)E/ (Zt(n)l{ %f/z *% (Z“’HZE”))—"?&})
= a()L(t ,5,4) +oz(—1)122(t,ﬁ,5,q“), (4.43)
and we look at the two terms separately. For the first one we have

1t ji,5,4) = E (Z“E” / o sz»pa:(x)dx)

—73 (2P 2(0) G )t~ pd
~ ®) *ti%va(,p)*ti%Pqt *tf%ptft 00
_w | 7P o
=F[Z /t%(Z“?HZ“”)( s +/7 e b +/7 L Gps; (x)dx |, (4.44)
¢ P FHREE2 =t 2 pge 22,7 —t" 2 pg, t" 2 pge
and the third integral is zero since IE(Zt(p)) = 0. For the first one, use the independence of Zt(p) and Zt(") to write

3@y 3 pgs
< ) o o
i / by (2)da| <tVE' | 2P| 6pm(0) (14 HE | 2]

1/ > (n JO 1 ~1
—t73 (242 ) G~ % pay

+ (131 + M)t

=0@¥ ) =o(t =), t—0. (4.45)

Finally, for the second integral, let w' € R, and write

~ o) t7§Zt(p)+t72plh " . (0) t~ 2 pogw _ () t 2Zt(1’)+t 2 poo
E/ th / gf)p&: (I)diE = E/ tp / | gf)pa: ({E)d{E + E/ th / i (bﬁ&f (:E)d:E
¢ _1

1
T 2pqt t~ 2 popw!

1 o 1
"2 2P 4472 pogut

= Ji(t,5, ¢, w") + Jo(t, 5, w) + Js(t, 5, ¢, wb), (4.46)
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and observe that

E‘Jl(t,@@W )+ J5(t,7,q, W; )‘ < 20¢5m (0) 1

— oW/ | =0(t), t—0, (4.47)

by Lemma [BI}(v), which implies that E |g — ooW}'| = O(t3/?). Next, write

ool L RS > (p) . -1 o1
Jo(t, 5, W )—tY/O E(Zl 1{O§y§t%,%Z{p)}> bps:(y —t~ 2 poow” )dy

0
1 ~ /. B )
— 1Y /_OOE(Z%D)]_{ %7%25 )Sygo}) Qbﬁ&;‘(y—t 2p00w1)dy
o).

= J}(t, &, 0" — J2(t, 5, (4.48)
and follow a similar procedure as in the proof of (4.26) in [14] to obtain
_ ) [ iy
lim =B (00 W) = g [0 o @), (4.49)
while
E(J3(t,a,Wh) =o(t™2), t—0, (4.50)
because the jump support of vap ) is concentrated on the positive axis. Combining (A44)-(L50) gives
1 = = = c) [ iy
E (I3(t,[1,5,p)) = v—1 T o, ( )d:zct En —|—0(t E ), t— 0. (4.51)
—1Jo
Finally, for the term I3(¢) in ([@43)), the same procedure can be used to obtain
20 = = = C=1) [ iy
E (I3(t,1,5,p)) = v_i T Go, (x )dwt En +o(t E ), t—0, (4.52)
—LJo
which, together with (£42])-([@43), yields
1H)C(1 -1)C(—1 o 35— -
B (a(t i oq)) = SHALEACUEED 7 gt Yae s 4 o), ¢ -0 (453)
- 0
Combining (ZIR)-(@20), (@A), and 53], then gives (£2).

Step 2:

The next step is to show that the expansion (£2) extends to the case when the g-function of X does not necessarily
satisfy conditions (ZI}i) and ([2IHii). That can be done exactly as in Step 2 of the pure-jump case, by defining a
process X on an extended probability space (Q F, ]P’) satisfying those conditions, and using the triangle inequality to
show that the terms of order lower than ¢ in the asymptotic expansion of P(Xt +V; > 0) extend to P(X; +V; > 0).

Step 3:

Lastly, we will show that the expansion ([£2)) extends to the general case when o(-) and x(-) are not necessarily bounded
functions. To that end, define a process (V;);<1 as in (LI)-(CI0), but replacing o(Y;) and pu(Y;) with the stopped
processes 7; := 0(Yiar) and fiz := p(Yinr), introduced in ([@IT)). By Steps 1-2 above, the asymptotic expansion (£2)
holds for the process X 4+ V. For it to extend to the process X + V, it is then sufficient to show that

P(X;+V;>0)—P (X, +V; >0)|=0(t), t—0,
because (3 —Y)/2 < 1 for Y € (1,2). But since V; = V; for t < 7, we have
PX:+V:>0)—P(Xe+ Ve >0)| = P(X:+V: >0,7<t)—P (X +V, > 0,7 <t)| <2P(r < t) = O(t),

as t — 0, where the last step follows form Lemma 4.1 in [I4]. O
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Remark 4.5. For comparison purposes, we end this section by briefly considering the case of nonzero log-strikes
(k # 0) for the exponential Lévy model S; := SpeXtToWe where Sy = 1, (X;)i>0 is a Lévy process with generating
triplet (0,b,v), and (W});>0 is a standard Brownian motion independent of X. To that end, let us first recall some
well known results. The following asymptotic relationship is standard (see, e.g., [25], Corollary 8.9),

P(X; 4+ oW > k) = tv([r,00))1 {501 + (1 — tv((—00, K])) 1<y +0(t), t—0, (4.54)

and, for the implied volatility, Theorem 2.3 in [I0] states that
2

&2 (k, 1)t = — l(1+Vl(t,/-;)+o( 11)), t—0, (4.55)

2log 5 log &

under some mild conditions on the Lévy measure, where

1 4y/mag(k)eF/? 1 3
Vit k) :== Tog 1 log <% <1og ;) ) ; (4.56)
t

and ag(k) = fRo (e” —e™)Tw(de) 1>y + fRO (e" —e”)Tv(dx)1y,<oy. Plugging the above relations into (LTI then yields
the following higher order expansion for the implied volatility skew:

06 (k,t) | 1 Kk < Wi (t,m)) ko1 ( K bo(n)> < 1 >
2tlog—=— (1 - |1+ = - t—0 4.57
ok &% || T k| 21og 1 3 Hao(n) o log1 )’ ’ (4.57)

where bg(k) = —e"(v([k,00))1{w>0} + V((—00, K])1{<0) (see Appendix A in [I5] for the details). As mentioned in
the introduction, it is noteworthy that this expression for the limiting skew can also be deduced (at least formally) by
differentiating the expression ({53]) for the implied volatility - something that is not possible when analyzing the ATM
skew.

5 Numerical examples

In this section we carry out a numerical analysis for the important class of the tempered stable Lévy processes, as
defined in [6] and first introduced in [19], with and without a Brownian diffusion component. They are an extension
of the CGMY model of [5], and characterized by a Lévy measure of the form

x -Y-— — Mz —Glx
v(dx) —C<m) || =¥ 1 (e M lip50) te Gl |1{$<0}) dz, (5.1)

where C'(1) and C(—1) are nonnegative such that C(1) + C'(—=1) > 0, G and M are strictly positive constants, and
Y € (1,2). The martingale condition (ZI)) also implies that M > 1. Note that in terms of the notation of Section [2]
we have a(l) = =M and a(—1) = G, and the constants 4 and 7 defined in Eqs. (Z4) and (Z71) are given by

J=-I(-Y)(CA)(M-1)" =M")+C(-1) ((G+1)" =G")),
n=T(-Y)(CQ)M” +C(-1)G").

In the pure-jump case, Theorem B.1] presents an asymptotic expansion for digital call option prices. In this case, the
dj, coefficients are as in (B3], while

— w (7P AL
e=—ME (le 1{Z£p)+Z{n)ZO}> + GE (Zl 1{Z§p)+Z§n)20}) , (5.2)
=3 (M+GE (2 f 00 (= 2")) + T(=)(B (Z1 < 0) C)MY ~P(Z1 > 0) C(-1)G"). (5.3)

It is informative to note that the terms can be further simplified in the CGMY-case, i.e. when C' := C(1) = C(-1).

In that case, Z{p) 2 Zl("), which implies INE(Z£p)1 ) = IE(ZI(") and thus,

{2{P+2{") >0} L1204 70 50p)>

e & Q_WMF (1 - %) (2CF(—Y)

1

w () o)
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where we have also used the expression for E (Z{Ir ) given in Remark [3.4] and

f= =3 (M+GE (27 f,0(Z")) + %(MY -GY). (5.5)

In the presence of a continuous Brownian component, Theorem F.1] supplies an asymptotic expansion for ATM digital
call prices, with V; = oW — 20%t. The coefficients dj, and e are as in [@3)-@), and

ﬁr (1 - Z) <—MC(1) +GC(-1) C)+C(-1) <~7 B 102» ' (5.6)

f= ﬁ 2 N 2

Y -1 oY

The first two dj-coefficients are given in Remark F2}H(f), whereas in the CGMY-case, C(1) = C(—1), and all the dj’s
vanish.

To assess the accuracy of the above approximations, we compare them to the true values of the ATM digital call
prices, estimated by Monte Carlo simulation. Using the measure transformation introduced in Section 2, we can write

P(X+V;>0)=E(e V" 1{x,v50) =E (67Ut7"t1{2t+at+w20}) ;

where

2

V, = oW, — %t, Z, = 2" + 7™, U, =Mz" —Gz™,

and Zt(p ) and Zt(") are strictly stable random variables with location parameter 0, skewness parameters 1 and —1, and
scale parameters (tC(1)| cos(nY/2)|[T(=Y))"/Y and (tC(—1)| cos(xY/2)|T(=Y))"/Y | respectively.

As mentioned in the introduction, it is well known that in the presence of jumps, the convergence of many asymptotic
expressions may be slow, and only satisfactory at extremely small time scales. However, the performance is highly
parameter-dependent, and here we consider parameter values that are of relevance for financial applications. See, for
example, [2] Tables 1 and 5], [I8] and [26] p.82], where the tempered stable model is calibrated to observed option
prices.

Figure [l displays the asymptotic expansions for ATM digital call prices, under a pure-jump tempered stable model,
together with the true price estimated by Monte Carlo simulation as described above. The axes are on a log;,—scale,
with time to maturity in years. The first and second order approximations are of order t%, and t, respectively, and
it is clear that the second order approximation significantly improves the first order approximation, and gives a good
estimate for maturities up to a month. Figure[2then shows the implied volatility smile, together with the ATM implied
volatility slope approximation given in Corollary[3.3] The maturity is 0.1 years, and the slope approximation captures
the sign of the slope, and even gives a good estimate of its magnitude, which can be estimated numerically. In Panel
(a), the slope approximation is 0.32 which coincides with the numerical estimate, but in Panel (b) the approximate
value is —0.46 while the numerical estimate is —0.52.

Figure [ carries out the same analysis for a tempered stable model with a nonzero Brownian component. Panel (a)
compares the Monte Carlo estimates of ATM digital call prices to the first- and second-order approximations, which
are of order ¢2 and t¥, respectively. As in the pure-jump case, the second order approximation gives a good estimate
for maturities up to a month. Panels (b) and (c) then display the volatility smiles for maturities t = 0.1 and ¢ = 0.01
years. They are not as pronounced as in the pure-jump case, but the ATM slope approximation from Corollary 3]
nevertheless captures the sign of the slope. However, the magnitude estimate seems less precise than in the pure-jump
case. For maturity ¢ = 0.1, the approximation gives 0.093, compared to a numerical estimate of 0.043, but for maturity
t = 0.01 it is 0.19, compared to the numerical estimate 0.23.

Finally, for completeness, we include in Figure dl a comparison of the first- and second-order approximations for
ATM call option prices from [I4], and the true values estimated by Monte Carlo simulation.

A Proofs of technical results

Proof of (4.7)-(4.8]).
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Figure 1: ATM digital call option prices computed by Monte Carlo, and the first- and second-order approximations, under
a pure-jump tempered stable model. Time is in years and both axes on a log,,—scale. Panel (a): (C(1),C(-1),G,M,Y) =
(0.0088, 0.0044, 0.41,1.93,1.5) as suggested in [2]. Panel (b): (C(1),C(-1),G, M,Y) = (0.015,0.041, 2.318,4.025, 1.35) as sug-

gested in [I§].
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Figure 2: The volatility smile (red) as a function of log-strike, and the second order slope approximation (blue). The maturity

is t = 0.1 years, and the model is the same as in Figure [l
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Figure 3: Panel (a): ATM digital call option prices computed by Monte Carlo, and the first- and second-order approximations.
Time is in years and both axes on a log;,—scale. Panels (b)-(c): The volatility smile (red) together with the slope approximation
(blue) for maturities ¢ = 0.1 and ¢t = 0.01, respectively. The model is tempered stable with a Brownian component and
parameters (C(1),C(-1),G, M,Y, o) = (0.0040, 0.0013, 0.41,1.93, 1.5,0.1) as suggested in [2].
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Figure 4: ATM call option prices computed by Monte Carlo, and the first- and second-order approximations from [14]. Panels
(a) and (b) correspond to the pure-jump cases in Figure [I] while panel (c¢) corresponds to the mixed case in Figure

First note that ¥/(xz) = ¢(x) and recall the definitions of Lz from [ZII)) and 7 from (Z2). Then let v*(dx) :=
—+sgn(z)C (Irl) |#| =Y dx, and integrate by parts to obtain the first term:

L200) == [ (0w - w(0) 7" (o) = “HIEED [T o) - 0(0)

For the second term, we use the fact that Lz W (u) — Lz¥(0) — u(LzV¥)(0) is of order O(u?) as |u| — 0, and of order
O(u) as |u] — oo, to integrate by parts:

L30) = - [ (L2 0) = (L2 )5 () = = [ [ (60 1) = o) + wwdfu) = )+ 6(0)) (a0} (),
where the second equality follows from
(Lz¥) (u) = / (V' (v +u) = V' (u) = O (w)v) 7(dv) = / (¢(v+u) = d(u) + uvd(u)) v(dv).
Ro Ro
The integrand is of order v? as |v| — 0, and bounded as |v| — oo, so integrating again by parts w.r.t. v gives
/R 0 / (= 000w 10+ w0+ 00(0)) 7 (0)5 ()
/ / (v + w)d(v + 1) — up(u) — ve(v ))( 0)~Y dvdu,

since the terms with sgn(uv) < 0 cancel each other out. O
Proof of (4.34).
Assume z > 0 (the case when z < 0 is similar), and let a := So(yo (@? — 1). For a < 0, use the fact that we can find

R > 0 such that fz(z) < R|z|7Y~! for all 2 € R (see, e.g. ﬂﬂ (14.37)), to write

1
Y o+lalt' T Y

1
t2
| (2, w)| = R/ 2 ldz < Rlalt' v (t2 " va) Yl < R|a|t¥x_y_1.
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For a > 0, let H := 2a, and use the same result to write

[N
<=

1
t x t2

. LY -1
= R/ﬁx B R TN s (CR )
Y

S Rat!™ 5 (3o —at )Ty T e,

t2 v — atlfé) v

(tz=va)-Y-1

1 1_ 1 —_Y—
Lot + o ol (¢ )

< Ratl—%(t%—%x)—y—l(

1_

1-L -1 \—v-1 a o\t 1-4 Y41l (=3 -V -1
< Rat' ~v(t27vzx) (1—Et Y) +at Y| fzlleH TH(t2 TV )
< (R27 4 || fzlloo)a(l + (20) )77

where we have used ¢t <1 and H = 2a. By doing the same for < 0 and using the definition of a, one obtains

x—Y—l,

|y ()| < Rlw® = 1(1+ | — 1Y)77V

)

where £ is a constant that does not depend on w, and the result follows. [l

B Some useful estimates for i and &

Lemma B.1. Let V be as in (L3)-(TI0), with u(Y;) and o(Y;) replaced by fiy and 7, defined in {f.11]). Also let 7y,
o/, @y, and Y, be as in (£.29), and G} = /1 fg g2ds. Then the following relations hold for any p > 1:

(i) Bl — pol” = O(t%), t—0.
(ii) B |5y — oo|? = O(t2), t— 0.
(iii) E|57 — 00|’ = O(t%), t—0.

(iv) E (57 —00) = O(t), t—0.
(v) For &},&} and &°, as in [{23)-[F30), we have E |¢}| = O(t) and E |€}| + E|¢} — | = O(
(vi) E|o} — 00 — 0470+ fo Wlds| = O(t), t—0.

m\w
~
1
)

Proof. Let L be a common Lipschitz constant for fi;, ¢, and ;.

(i) By the Lipschitz continuity of fi;, and the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy (BDG) inequality, we can find a constant C),

such that
t p t
E|jit — pol” < LPE [Yinr — yol” < L°C, | E </ @sds) B </ W?dS)
0 0

since ag and 4, are bounded.

(NS

) =0(t?), t—0,

(ii) is proved in a similar way, and for (iii) we use the boundedness of ¢, Jensen’s inequality, and (ii) to write

_x p 1 1 t-2 2 g M\"1 [* ~ P z
E|a; — oo| §(2m)PE 7, (67 —03)ds) < w) T/ E(Gs —09)’ds =0O(t?), t—0.

(iv) We can write E (; — 0¢) = %E ((&:)2 - 0(2)) +E (((&§)2 - 0(2)) (; - L)), where the second term is O(t)

g7 400 200

by (iii), while for the first term we have by Itd’s lemma
1 t s s
E ((5;*)2 - ag) =E (Z/ (/ 26,0 FudW, +/ (25u5;du + ()" + a—uﬁg) du) ds) =0(t), t—0,
0 \Jo 0
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due to the fact that the expected value of the stochastic integral is zero.

(v) By Cauchy’s inequality and Itd’s isometry we have

t s 1 2
E|§§\g\//0 E(/O <5;@u+§5;;~73> du> ds = O(t3), t—0.

Similarly,

E

t s
& -a° < \// / E (6,7, — oh0)” duds = O(t%), ¢ 0,
o Jo
because by the boundedness of 5], and 7, we can find a constant K such that
E (07 — 0470)° < KE (3u —%0)” + KE (0, — 04)” < 2LKE (Yunr —90)° = O(w), u—0,

where in the last step we again used the BDG inequality. Similarly, Cauchy’s inequality and It6’s isometry yield
E |t = O(t).

(vi) follows from the triangle inequality and the following three identities. First, by (iii) above, we have

Ly
= r‘bE (O't - 0'0)2 = O(t), t— 0.

& — oo — (0)* — a5

E

Second, by Itd’s Lemma,

E

duds = O(t), t—0,

1 t s
(57) — 02 — —/ / 266" FudW L ds
t Jo Jo

1 t s o 1 - o -
< —/ / E‘20u0;au +=((6,)* + 5uol)) 2
since the integrand in the last integral is bounded. Third, Cauchy’s inequality and It6’s isometry can be used to show

1 t s
E ‘; / / (GuG! A — 000yY0) AW Hds| = O(t), t— 0,
0o Jo

by following similar steps as in the proof of (v).
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