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Abstract

We develop a comprehensive mathematical framework for polynomial jump-diffusions in a
semimartingale context, which nest affine jump-diffusions and have broad applications in finance.
We show that the polynomial property is preserved under polynomial transformations and Lévy
time change. We present a generic method for option pricing based on moment expansions. As
an application, we introduce a large class of novel financial asset pricing models with excess log
returns that are conditional Lévy based on polynomial jump-diffusions.
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1 Introduction

Polynomial jump-diffusions have broad applications in finance. A jump-diffusion is polynomial if
its extended generator maps any polynomial to a polynomial of equal or lower degree. As a conse-
quence, its conditional moments can be computed in closed form. This property renders polynomial
jump-diffusions computationally tractable and perfectly suited for financial asset pricing models.
Many commonly occurring jump-diffusions are polynomial, for example Ornstein—Uhlenbeck pro-
cesses, square-root diffusions, Jacobi or Wright—Fisher diffusions, Lévy processes and geometric
Lévy processes, as well as multi-dimensional analogues and combinations of these processes.

*We thank Agostino Capponi, Elise Gourier, Jan Kallsen, Sergio Pulido, and the participants at the 16th Winter
School on Mathematical Finance in Lunteren, School and Workshop on Dynamical Models in Finance at EPFL, 61st
World Statistics Congress of the International Statistics Institute, and CEAR/Huebner Summer Risk Institute at
Georgia State University, the associate editor and two anonymous referees for their comments. The research leading
to these results has received funding from the European Research Council under the European Union’s Seventh
Framework Programme (FP/2007-2013) / ERC Grant Agreement n. 307465-POLYTE.

'EPFL and Swiss Finance Institute, Extranef 218, 1015 Lausanne, Switzerland, email: damir.filipovic@epfl.ch

YETH Zurich, Department of Mathematics, Réamistrasse 101, 8092 Zurich, Switzerland, email: mar-
tin.larsson@math.ethz.ch


http://arxiv.org/abs/1711.08043v3

In this paper, we develop a comprehensive mathematical framework for polynomial jump-
diffusions. We characterize the polynomial property in terms of the coefficients of the extended
generator, and we establish the moment formula. We show that the polynomial property of a
jump-diffusion is preserved under polynomial transformations and Lévy time change. These trans-
formations allow us to easily construct polynomial jump-diffusions from simple building blocks.
They also allow us to efficiently specify non-linearities in financial models, which renders them
flexible in capturing many of the empirical features of financial time series.

We also revisit affine jump-diffusions, which have been widely used in financial asset pricing
models for the last two decades. We provide a relaxed definition of an affine jump-diffusion in terms
of the pointwise action of its extended generator on exponential-affine functions, and we establish
the affine transform formula. We show that, modulo integrability conditions on the jumps, affine
jump-diffusions are polynomial. The converse does not hold, so that polynomial jump-diffusions
truly extend the class of affine jump-diffusions. We find that the affine property of a jump-diffusion
is not invariant under polynomial transformations or Lévy time change in general, which may
explain why these transformations have not been widely applied in affine financial models.

In contrast to earlier work on polynomial and affine processes, we do not require the Markov
property. Instead, we work in a special semimartingale framework, which is more flexible and
amenable to practical applications. Non-Markovian polynomial jump-diffusions exist and can be
constructed using the counterexamples of ( , Section 3), and most of our
results apply to them. Indeed, Markovianity is only assumed for the invariance of the polynomial
property under Lévy time change, all other arguments rely on It6 calculus rather than functional
analysis.

We present a generic method for option pricing in polynomial jump-diffusion models. This
method builds on the expansion of the likelihood ratio function with respect to an orthonor-
mal basis of polynomials in some conveniently weighted L? space. As an application, we intro-
duce a large class of novel financial asset pricing models that are based on polynomial jump-
diffusions, and which are beyond the affine class. In these models, the excess log return processes

are conditional Lévy in the sense of ( ). This extends several well-known univariate
diffusion volatility models, such as the Jacobi model ( , ), the extended Stein—
Stein model ( , ; , ), and the extended Hull-White model

( , 1987; , 2007).
Due to their inherent tractability, polynomial jump-diffusions have played a prominent and
growing role in a wide range of applications in finance. Examples include interest rates ( ) ;
, ; , ), stochastic volatility ( ,

: , ), exchange rates ( , ), life insurance liabilities

( , ), variance swaps ( , ), credit risk (
), dividend futures ( , ), commodities and electricity ( ,
), stochastic portfolio theory ( , ), and economic equilibrium ( ,

). Properties of polynomial jump-diffusions can also be brought to bear on computational and
statistical methods, such as generalized method of moments and martingale estimating functions
( , ), variance reduction ( , ), cubature ( ,

), and quantization ( , ). This recent body of research primarily relies on
polynomial jump-diffusions that are not necessarily affine. Focusing on the affine case, one finds
an even richer history in the finance literature, where affine jump-diffusions have long been used to



address a large number of problems in asset pricing, optimal investment, equilibrium analysis, etc.
In addition to their usefulness in applications, polynomial jump-diffusions are of theoretical
interest due their rich mathematical structure. Work in this direction has primarily focused on the
diffusion case, going back to ( ). ( ) and ( ) char-
acterize one-dimensional polynomial diffusions. ( ) describe those compact state
spaces with nonempty interior that can support two-dimensional reversible polynomial diffusions.
( ) study polynomial diffusions on compact quadric sets, and relate their

probabilistic properties to sum of squares representations of certain positive biquadratic forms.
Existence and uniqueness for a large class of polynomial diffusions on semi-algebraic state spaces

is developed by ( ). Probability measure valued polynomial diffusions
are studied by ( ). The theoretical literature in the jump-diffusion case is
less abundant. The first systematic accounts are ( ) and ( ) in
a Markovian framework. ( ) study Dunkl processes, which are polynomial
jump-diffusions; see also ( ). Affine jump-diffusions with compact state space are ana-
lyzed by ( ). A large class of specifications of simplex-valued polynomial
jump-diffusions is developed by ( ). Our paper adds to this applied and the-

oretical literature by providing a unifying framework for polynomial and affine jump-diffusions,
enabling new approaches to financial modeling.

We end this introduction with some conventions that will be used throughout this paper. We fix
a stochastic basis (2, #, %, P). Equalities between random variables are understood to hold almost
surely. Following ( , (I.1.1)) we use the notion of generalized conditional
expectation, which is defined for any o-field .’ C .% and all random variables X by

EXtT |2 -E[X~ | & E[|X||.Z" <
ppx | 1 = JEXT 121 -EX7 | 2] on {BIX| | £ < o0},
400, elsewhere.
For a multi-index o = (a,...,aq) € Ng we write || = a1 + -+ 4+ ag and 2% = z{" -z for

z € R% A polynomial p on R? is a function p : R? — R of the form p(x) = > o Cax®, where the sum
runs over all a € Ng and only finitely many of the coefficients ¢, are nonzero. Such a representation
is unique. The degree of p is the number degp = max{|a| : co # 0}. We let Pol(R¢) denote the
ring of all polynomials on RY, and Pol, (R?) the subspace consisting of polynomials of degree at
most n. Let E be a subset of R4, A polynomial on E is the restriction p = q|g to E of a polynomial
q € Pol(RY). Tts degree is degp = min{degq : p = ¢|g, ¢ € Pol(R%)}. We let Pol(E) denote the
algebra of polynomials on F, and Pol,,(E) the subspace of polynomials on E of degree at most n.
Both Pol,(R%) and Pol,(E) are finite-dimensional real vector spaces, but if there are nontrivial
polynomials that vanish on F their dimensions will be different. If F has a nonempty interior then
Pol,,(R%) and Pol,(E) can be identified. For simplicity of notation, we write f € Pol,(E) for any
function f = (f1,..., fr) : R — R¥, with k € N, such that the restrictions f;|g € Pol,(E) for all
i =1,...,k. The set of real symmetric d x d matrices is denoted S%, and the subset of positive
semidefinite matrices is denoted Si. For any map ¢ : E — F, we denote the pullback operator by
©*, which maps a function f on F' to a function ¢*f on E by

' f(x) = fp(x)). (1.1)

The remainder of the paper is as follows. In Section 2 we define polynomial jump-diffusions, give
a characterization in terms of the coefficients of the extended generator, and establish the moment



formula. In Section 3 we revisit affine jump-diffusions. In Section 4 we study the invariance of
the polynomial property under polynomial transformations. In Section 5 we introduce polynomial
conditional Lévy processes. In Section 6 we show that the polynomial property is invariant under
Lévy time change. In Section 7 we present a generic method for option pricing in polynomial
jump-diffusion models. In Section 8 we introduce a large class of polynomial asset pricing models
building on polynomial conditional Lévy processes. In Section 9 we focus on linear volatility models.
Section 10 concludes. The appendix contains additional results and all proofs.

2 Polynomial Jump-Diffusions

We consider a jump-diffusion operator on R? of the form

95() = 5 Tela@) V(@) + ba) V@) + [

Rd

(fle+8 — f@) =€ V(@) vlw,d)  (2)

for some measurable maps a : R? — S‘fr and b: RY — R?, and a transition kernel v(z, d¢) from R?
into R? satisfying v(x,{0}) = 0 and [ga [|€]| A [|€][*v(z, d€) < oo for all z € RY.

We let X; be an E-valued jump-diffusion with extended generator ¢, for some state space
E C R? That is, X; is an E-valued special semimartingale and

f(Xy) — f(Xo) — /Ot 4G f(Xs)ds is a local martingale (2.2)

for any bounded C? function f(x) on RZ!
We say that ¢ is well-defined on Pol(E) if

/]Rd IENI" v(x,dE) < oo for all z € E and all n > 2, and (2.3)

4 f(x)=0on E for any f € Pol(R?) with f(z) =0 on E. (2.4)

This property ensures that ¢ is well-defined as a linear operator from Pol(F) into the space of
measurable functions on E.?

Definition 2.1. The operator ¢ is called polynomial on E if it is well-defined on Pol(E) and maps
Pol,, (E) to itself for each n € N. In this case, we call X; a polynomial jump-diffusion on E.

!The special semimartingale property of X; implies that

[ (e 1t + [ 1€l Al (Xeude) ) ds < o0

and its semimartingale characteristics (B, C,v) associated to the identity truncation function h(§) = & are given
by B: = fot b(Xs)ds, Cy = fot a(Xs)ds, and v(X,_,d€)dt, see ( , Proposition 11.2.29). In
particular, X; — B; is a local martingale.

ZProperty (2.4) always holds when E has a nonempty interior. An example of a diffusion operator that is not
well-defined on Pol(E) can be found in ( , Section 2).



Thus, a polynomial jump-diffusion on E is an F-valued jump-diffusion whose jump measure
admits moments of all orders, with an extended generator that maps polynomials on £ to poly-
nomials on E of lower or equal degree. Polynomial jump-diffusions admit closed form conditional
moments and have broad applications in finance, as we shall see below.

The polynomial property of ¢ on E has a simple characterisation in terms of its coefficients
a(x), b(x), and v(zx,d§).

Lemma 2.2. Assume ¥ is well-defined on Pol(E). Then the following are equivalent:
(i) ¢ is polynomial on E;
(i) a(x), b(z), and v(z,d§) in (2.1) satisfy
b € Poly(F),
at [ 6€Tulde) € Pola(B),

y £v(-,d§) € Poljo(E),

for all |a] > 3.

In this case, the polynomials on E listed in property (ii) are uniquely determined by the action of 4
on Pol(E). Moreover, a(x), b(x), and [, E*v(x,dE) are locally bounded in x on E for all |a] > 2.

Proof. The implication (ii) = (i) is immediate, and the implication (i) = (ii) follows by applying
% to all monomials. In particular, the polynomials on E listed in property (ii) are uniquely
determined by the action of ¢ on Pol(E). It remains to show that a(z) and [p. [|€]|?v(z, d€) are
locally bounded in  on E. But this follows because a(z) € S¢ and ay; —|— Jpa Ev(-,d€) € Poly(E),
and hence a;;(z) > 0 and [pq &2v(x,d€) > 0, are locally bounded in z on E. O

While the moments of v(z,d¢) of order three and beyond are determined by the action of ¢
on Pol(E), the measure v(z,d§) itself need not be uniquely determined. The following example
illustrates this.

Example 2.3. Consider the compensated compound Poisson process Xt with um’t intensity and
lognormal jumyp distribution, whose extended generator is given by 4 f(x fR r+&) — f(x) —
Ef'(x)g(€)de, where g(&) is the standard lognormal density. It is well- known that the lognormal
distribution is indeterminate in the sense of the moment problem, so that there emzsts a densz'ty
h(§), different from g(&), but with the same moments. The extended generator %f = [a(f(

€) — f(x) = &f(x))h(§)dE then coincides with 4 on Pol(E).

Remark 2.4. Non-Markovian polynomial jump-diffusions exist and can be constructed using the

counterexamples of ( , Section 3). This is why we take a semimartingale
approach to polynomial jump-diffusions, rather than a Markovian approach as in
( ). The semimartingale approach has several advantages. First, we only have to assume

existence, but do not require uniqueness, of the local martingale problem (2.2). Indeed, unique-
ness is tantamount to Markovianity of X;. Furthermore, it is straightforward to develop a time-
inhomogeneous version of our framework, where a(t,z), b(t,x), v(t,z,d) depend explicitly and



not necessarily polynomially on t. Finally, our framework immediately accommodates polynomial
Jump-diffusions on finite time intervals. Indeed, we did not specify the time set for the stochastic
basis and semimartingales above, so rather than [0,00), one can simply understand the time set to
be [0, T] for some finite time horizon T. This flexibility is useful in asset pricing applications, and
we make use of it in Section 8.3.

To make the polynomial property of 4 on E operational, we now introduce a coordinate
system on Pol,(E), for a generic n € N, that we will use throughout the paper. We define
N = dimPol,(F) — 1 and note that 1 + N < (":d), with equality if ' has nonempty interior.
We fix polynomials hy (z), ..., hy(z) on R such that {1, hy,...,hy} forms a basis of Pol,(E), and
define the vector valued function

H:RY RN, H(z) = (hy(z),...,hn(z))". (2.5)
For each p € Pol,(E) we denote its coordinate vector by 7€ R so that
p(z) = (1,H(z)")p on E. (2.6)

The (1 + N) x (1 + N) matrix representation G of ¥ restricted to Pol,(F) is determined by
G(1,H")(z) = (1,H(x)")G on E, so that

Gp(x) = (1,H(x)")GF on E. (2.7)
We now show that E[p(Xr) | %] is a polynomial function of Xj.

Theorem 2.5. Assume ¥ is polynomial on E. Then for any p € Pol,(E) the moment formula
holds,
Elp(X7) | %) = (1L, HX) NeT V5 fort <T.

Theorem 2.5 implies that X7 has finite .%;-conditional moments of all orders. Note that we do
not assume that X7 has any finite unconditional moments. The following example illustrates this.

Example 2.6. The GARCH diffusion dX; = k(0 — X;)dt + V2xX; dW; for some parameters
k,0 > 0 has a unique ergodic solution on (0,00), which is a polynomial diffusion. The invariant
distribution is an inverse Gamma distribution with shape parameter 2 and scale parameter 1/6.
Hence in the stationary case, when Xy has the invariant distribution, we have E[Xy] = 0 and
E[X?] = +00. See ( , Case 4).

Here is a large class of polynomial jump-diffusions extending the GARCH diffusion. Let W; be a
standard m-dimensional Brownian motion and N (du, dt) a Poisson random measure with compen-
sator F'(du)dt on U x R4, for some mark space U, see ( , Definition I1.1.20).
We consider the linear stochastic differential equation (SDE)

dX, = b(X,) dt + o(X;) dW, + / §(Xo—,u)(N(du, dt) — F(du)dt), (2.8)
U

with drift, volatility, and jump size functions

d d d
b(x)=Bo+ Y wifi, ol@)=To+> ali &x,u)=0d(u)+ > x:diu), (2.9)
i=1 i=1

i=1
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for parameters 3; € RY, T'; € R¥™  and functions 6; : U — R? with [}, [|6;(w)||"F(du) < oo for all
n > 2, fori=0,...,d. Dueto the global Lipschitz continuity of the coefficients, the linear SDE (2.8)
has a unique strong R%valued solution X; for every .%#p-measurable initial random variable Xy, see

( , Theorem II1.2.32). It follows by inspection that X; is a polynomial
jump-diffusion on R? with linear drift b 6 Pol; (R%), diffusion function a = 00! € Poly(R?), and
jump measure v(z,d§) given by [oa f(&)v(z,dE) = [ f( F(du), so that

£2v(-,d€) € Poljo(R?)  for all || > 2.
d

We now derive the matrix representation (2.7) of ¢ for the linear SDE (2.8)—(2.9) in the uni-
variate case, d = 1, when E C R has nonempty interior. Straightforward calculations show that,

for any j € {0,...,n},
n
! = Z Glsz
i=0

where '

() Jor B0 (u)? = (1 + 61 (w))* F(du), i<i—3
2012 4 36D (5o (w)2(1+ 61 (u) ~2F (du), i=j—2
Gij = jﬁo—km )rorl 5y Go(w) (1461 (w) =t = 1) F(du), i=j—1
B +J<121 P24 [ (1461 () —1—joi(u) F(du),  i=j

0, i>j.

Hence the (1 +n) x (1 4 n) upper triangular matrix G = (Gj;)o<i j<n represents ¢ restricted to
Pol,,(E) with respect to the basis {1,z,...,z"}.

Example 2.7. A special case of the linear SDE (2.8)—(2.9) is the Lévy driven SDE
dXt = b(Xt) dt + O'(Xt_) st

where b(z) and o(z) are as in (2.9), and L; is an m-dimensional Lévy process with E[||L||"] < oo
for alln > 2, see ( , Theorem 25.3).

3 Affine Jump-Diffusions

Affine jump-diffusions have been widely studied and applied in finance, see e.g. ( ).
We provide a novel approach to affine jump-diffusions and show that they constitute examples of
polynomial jump-diffusions.

Let ¢ be a jump-diffusion operator on R? of the form (2.1), and let X; be an E-valued jump-
diffusion with extended generator ¢, for some state space E C R%.

Definition 3.1. The operator ¢ is called affine on E if there exist complex-valued functions F(u)
and R(u) = (Ry(u),...,Rg(uw))" on iR? such that

Geu'T = <F(u) + R(u)Tx) et (3.1)

holds for all x € E and u € iR%. In this case, we call Xy an affine jump-diffusion on E.



Note that this is a relaxed definition compared to the definition of an affine process in
( ), because it is directly given in terms of the point-wise action of 4 on exponential-affine func-
tions. Indeed, the affine jump-diffusion in Example 3.6 below is not an affine process in the sense

of ( ).

In analogy to Lemma 2.2, the affine property of 4 on E has a simple characterization in terms
of its coefficients a(x), b(x), and v(z, d§).

Lemma 3.2. The operator ¢4 is affine on E if and only if a(x), b(x), and v(x,d§) are affine of the
form

d
x) :a0+Zazia,~, —bo—i—Za;, i, v(xz,d€) = v(dE) Zm vi(d¢), onE  (3.2)
i=1

for some matrices a; € S%, vectors b; € R?, and signed measures v;(d¢) on R? such that v;({0}) =0
and [ga €| A €17 i](d€) < o0, @ =0,...,d. In this case, the functions F(u) and R(u) in (3.1)
can be chosen to be of the form

F(u) = %uTaou + b u + / <e“T€ —1- uT£> vo(d§),
Rd
(3.3)
Ri(u) = %UTCMU + b, u +/ <e“Tg —-1- uTg) v;(dg).
R4

It follows from (3.2) that an affine jump-diffusion X; cannot be realized as solution of a linear
SDE (2.8)—(2.9) in general unless diffusion and jump coefficients a(x) = ag and v(z,d§) = vy(df)
do not depend on z.

From (3.2) and Lemma 2.2 we immediately obtain that affine jump-diffusions are polynomial
on E, subject to being well-defined on Pol(E).

Corollary 3.3. If X; is an affine jump-diffusion on E such that 4 is well-defined on Pol(E), then
X; is a polynomial jump-diffusion on E.

Affine jump-diffusions on E not only satisfy the moment formula in Theorem 2.5, subject to
being well-defined on Pol(E). Their characteristic functions are also analytically tractable.

Theorem 3.4. Assume X; is an affine jump-diffusion on E. For u € iR% and T > 0, let ¢(7) and
(1) = (Y1(7), ..., 0q(T))T be functions that solve the generalized Riccati equations

#(r) = F(u(r)), 6(0) =0 o
V(m) =R(W(r), $(0)=u
for 0 <7 <T, where F(u) and R(u) are the functions in (3.3). If
Reg(T —t) + Rep(T —t) " X; <0, fort<T, (3.5)

then the affine transform formula holds,

Ele" X7 | 7] = /T-OFT=0TX - forp <



Remark 3.5. Inequality (3.5) is a necessary condition for the affine transform formula to hold.
Indeed, the affine transform formula and Jensen’s inequality yield, for u € iR?,

exp (Re &(T — ) + Re (T — t)TXt) - (E[exp(uTXT) | 7| < E[lexp(u" X7)| | Z] = 1.

There exist affine jump-diffusions for which the generalized Riccati equations (3.4) do not admit
global solutions for all u € iR?. The following example illustrates this.

Example 3.6. Consider the two-point state space E = {0,1} C R, and the process X; that jumps
from 1 to 0 with intensity A and is absorbed once it reaches 0. This is a jump-diffusion with extended
generator

Gf(x) = ra(f(x - ) f(=)),

which is of the form (2.1) with a(x) = 0, b(x) = v(z,d§) = Axd_1(d€). Thus Xy is an
affine jump-diffusion, and F(u) = 0 and R(u) = )\( —1). The associated generalized Riccati
equation (3.4) is

() =0, () =M -1). (36)

We claim that this equation does not have a global solution for the initial condition u = im. We
argue by contradiction and assume that ¥(7) is a global solution of (3.6). Then ¥(r) = e¥(7)
satisfies the linear equation

V(r)=-AU(r)+ ), U(0)=—1,

whose unique solution is V(1) =1 — 2eT | which becomes zero for T = \"'log 2, which is absurd.

The deeper reason behind this fact is that the characteristic function of Xp given Xo = 1,
E[evXT] = 1 — e + e AT, for u = in and T = X\ "'log?2 becomes zero and hence cannot be
written as exponential as in the affine transform formula.

4 Polynomial Transformations

The class of polynomial jump-diffusions is shown to be invariant under polynomial transformations,
after an extension of the dimension. This allows us to build a large class of polynomial jump-
diffusions from basic building blocks, including Brownian motion, Lévy processes, or more general
affine processes. This turns out to be a useful and flexible method for introducing non-linearities
and jumps in all kinds of financial models.

Let X; be a polynomial jump-diffusion on E C R¢ with extended generator 4. Fix n € N and
a basis {1,h1,...,hn} of Pol,(E) as in (2.5)-(2.7). Notice that that H : E — H(E) C RV is
injective. Indeed, the restriction to E of any linear monomial z; lies in Pol,,(F), and is therefore a
linear combination of 1,hq(x),...,hyx(z). Thus there exist linear polynomials ¢; € Pol;(RY) such
that ¢;(H(x)) = x; for all z € E and all i. Define the vector valued function

L:RY 5 RY L(T) = (0(T),. .., 04(T)". (4.1)

Then L(H(x)) =z for all z € E, and H(L(Z)) =T for all T € H(E). We define the pullbacks H*
and L* as in (1.1).



Lemma 4.1. For everym € N, the pullback H* : Pol,,(H(E)) — Poly,(E) is a linear isomorphism
with inverse L*.

Here is the main result of this section.?

Theorem 4.2. The process X = H(Xy) is a polynomial jump-diffusion on H(E) with extended
generator 4 = L*¢H* and, for every m € N, the following diagram commutes:

Pol,(H(E)) —Z— Pol,,(H(E))

Hl TL* (4.2)

Polyy(E) —2— Polyy(E)

As an immediate application of Theorem 4.2 we can easily infer the action of 4 on Pol,,(H(E)).
Let 1+ N = dim Pol,,(H(FE)) = dim Pol,,,(E) and extend the basis of Pol,,(E) to a basis

{ho =1,h1, ..., hn, A, hyg} (4.3)

of Pol,,(E), for some polynomials hyi1(z),...,hx(z) on R In view of the commuting di-
agram (4.2) this induces a basis h; = L*h; on Pol,,(H(E)), for i = 0,...,N. Let G be the
(1 + N) x (1 + N) matrix representing ¢ on Pol,,,(E) according to (2.5)—(2.7), which can be
determined using symbolic calculus applied to ¥h;(z). Then G is the matrix representing ¢ on
Pol,,(H(F)), and Theorem 2.5 can readily be applied to compute all .%;-conditional moments of
X7 up to order m.

The following example shows that the affine property is not invariant under polynomial trans-
formations.

Example 4.3. Consider the square-root process dXy; = (b+ X)) dt +o0+/ Xy dWy, which is an affine
diffusion. The augmented process X; = (X¢, X?) satisfies

dX 1t = (b+ BX 1) dt + o/ X1t AW,
dX oy = (20 + 02)X 1y + 28X o) dt + 20\ X1, X 91 AW

While the drift function szg is affine of the form (3.2), the diffusion function is not. In view of
Lemma 3.2 this shows that X is not affine, while it is polynomial, on H(R) for H(z) = (z,22)T,
in line with Theorem /.2.

5 Polynomial Conditional Lévy Processes

In financial applications we often encounter the following situation. Let X; be a polynomial jump-
diffusion X; on E C R% and let Y; be an Ré-valued semimartingale, for some e € N, whose
characteristics are functions of X;. The process Y; could model the excess log returns of assets
whose stochastic volatilities and jump characteristics are given in terms of the latent factor process

3This result was derived in collaboration with Sergio Pulido, and is applied in ( ).
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X;. Drawing on Section 4 we develop a polynomial framework that accommodates a large class of
such models. The following example illustrates the kind of situation we have in mind. We elaborate
on this example further, including jumps, in Section 9.

Example 5.1. For~v >0, k0 > 0, Xo > 0, and Yy = 0, we consider the following model specified
under the risk-neutral measure:

dXt = /{(9 — Xt) dt + IVXt dW1t7
1
dY; = _§X§ dt + X¢ dWoy,

where Yy models the excess log return of an asset and X; its volatility. In view of Lemma 2.2
and Example 2.6, Xy is a polynomial diffusion on E = (0,00). Moreover, the drift and diffusion
functions of Yz are both quadratic in X¢. In particular, Lemma 2.2 shows that the joint process
Z; = (X4, Y;) is not polynomial on E x R. However, the augmented process Z; = (H(Xy),Y;) with
H(z) = (x,2?) is a polynomial diffusion on H(E) x R. Thus the moment formula in Theorem 2.5
can still be used to compute conditional moments of Yrp.

Returning to the general discussion, we assume that the joint semimartingale Z; = (X, Y}) is
an F x R¢valued jump-diffusion with extended generator of the form

95() = 5 Telala) V1 (2) + b(a) V() + [

Rd+e

(F+0 = 1) = TVHE) (@), (5:1)

where we write z = (z,%), for some measurable maps a : R? — Sff’e and b : RY — R¥¢ and a
transition kernel v(z, d¢) from R? into R*™ satisfying v(x, {0}) = 0 and [ [[¢]| A [I¢]Pv (2, dC) <
oo for all z € RY,
According to the decomposition Z; = (Xy, Y;), and accordingly ¢ = (§,7), we write
aX(z) o™X (2) vX ()
a(z) = <aYX(a:) ay(x))> , blx) = <by(x)> , v(x,d¢) = v(x,d§ x dn), (5.2)
and denote by vX (x,d¢) and vY (x,dn) the marginal measures of v(z,d¢ x dn) given by
vX (2, A) = v(z, AXR®), ¥ (x,A) =v(z,R?x A). (5.3)

Then a*X (z), b* (x), and v (z,d¢) are the coefficients of the extended generator 4% of X;, which is

polynomial on E by assumption. Note that Y; is a conditional Lévy process in the sense of

( ). That is, conditional on the process X;, the semimartingale Y; has independent increments.
Fix n € Nand a basis {1, h1,...,hy} of Pol,(E) as in (2.5)-(2.7) for ¥ in lieu of ¢. Extending

(4.1), we define the maps ¢ : R7¢ — RV*¢ and ¢ : RV+e — Ré+e by

o(z,y) = (H(x),y), ¢(@,y)=(L(T),v),

so that ¥ o p =1id on E x R°. The pullbacks ¢* and ¢* are defined in (1.1). Here is our first main
result of this section, which extends Example 5.1.
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Theorem 5.2. Assume that

/Re Inll® Y (z,dn) < oo for all x € E and all k > 2. (5.4)

Then the augmented process 7 = (H(Xt),Y:) is a jump-diffusion on H(E) x R® with extended
generator G = *Gp*, and the operators 4 and 9 are well-defined on Pol(E x R®) and Pol(H(E) x
R¢), respectively. Furthermore, the properties

bY € Pol,(E), (5.5)
a” +/ m ' v (-, dn) € Poly,(E), (5.6)
aY +/ &n"v(-,dé x dn) € Polyn(E), (5.7)
Rd+e
/le+ £¥nPu(-,de x dn) € Poljq|4n|g|(E), for all |a| 4 |8] > 3, (5.8)
together imply
Zy is polynomial on H(E) x R®. (5.9)

Conversely, (5.9) implies (5.5), (5.6), and (5.8) for o = 0.*

Remark 5.3. Since 4% is polynomial on E, and thus well-defined on Pol(E), condition (5.4) is
equivalent to

/ <11 v(x,d¢) < oo for all x € E and all k > 2.
Rd+e

As an application of Theorem 5.2 we show how to construct large classes of polynomial jump-
diffusions by specifying Y; in terms of the polynomial jump-diffusion X; on E.

Corollary 5.4. Let e = ¢’ + ¢" for some ¢',¢’ > 0, and consider the maps P : E — R® and
Q : E — R % with polynomial components, P € Pol,(E) and @ € Pol,,_1(FE). Then for

a¥ = (Qf)(iit)) jﬁ(t)

the conditions (5.4)—~(5.8) in Theorem 5.2 are satisfied, so that Z; = (H(X;),Y;) is a polynomial
Jgump-diffusion on H(E) x Re.

For n > 2, this covers the quadratic co-variations, d[X;, X;]; = d(X;:X;s) — Xi—dX; —
Xj—dX;, and their predictable compensators, FX(xi,xj)(Xt) dt, where T'X denotes the carré-du-
champ operator related to 9~ (see Section A).

To compute conditional moments of Yr using the moment formula in Theorem 2.5, we must
understand the structure of Pol,,(H(E) x R¢) and how ¢ acts on it. To this end, we introduce the
subspace V;;, C Poly,, (E x R€) defined by

Vin = span{p(z)y’: p € Pol(E), degp < n(m —|B]), |B] < m}. (5.10)

Extending Lemma 4.1 we have the following result.

“We conjecture that properties (5.7) and (5.8) are not necessary for (5.9) to hold in general. However, we have
not found a counterexample.
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Lemma 5.5. For every m € N, the pullback ¢* : Pol,,(H(E) x R®) — V,,, is a linear isomorphism
with inverse ¥*.

Here is our second main result of this section.
Theorem 5.6. Assume (5.4). Then either of the following statements is equivalent to (5.9):
(i) The operator & maps the space Vy, to itself for each m € N;

(ii) 9(y®) and T(x*,yP) lie in V,, whenever || < n(m — |B|) and |B| < m, where T' denotes the
carré-du-champ operator related to 4 (see Section A).

In either case, for every m € N, the following diagram commutes:
Pol,(H(E) x R®) —Z— Pol,,(H(E) x R®)

‘”J Tw* (5.11)
Vin g 'y Vi,

Remark 5.7. Note that forn = 1 and H(x) = = we have Z; = Z; and Vi, = Pol,,,(E x R¢), in
which case Theorem 5.6 simply recovers the definition of Z; being polynomial on E x R®.

As an application of Theorem 5.6 we can infer the action of 4 on Pol,,,(H(E) x R¢). This allows
us to compute conditional moments of Y7 using the moment formula in Theorem 2.5. Assume (5.4)
and (5.9). Let 1 + N = dim Pol,,,,(F) and extend the basis of Pol,(E) to a basis of Pol,,,(E) as
in (4.3). This induces a basis of V,,, of the form

where 1 + M = dimV,,. In view of the commuting diagram (5.11) this induces a basis 7; = ¥ *v;,
i =0,...,M, of Pol,,(H(E) x R®). Let G be the (1 + M) x (1 + M) matrix representing ¢
on V,, according to (2.5)—(2.7) with v; in lieu of h;, which can be determined using symbolic
calculus applied to Gv;(x,y) for vi(z,y) = h;j(z)y?. Then G is the matrix representing ¥ on
Pol,,,(H(F) x R¢), and Theorem 2.5 can readily be applied to compute all conditional moments of
Zr up to order m.

The following corollary is useful for applications because it helps to reduce the dimension for
moment computations. For example, if we only need the conditional moments of Y7, this does not
involve the remaining components Y;; for ¢ # 1.

Corollary 5.8. Assume (5.4) and (5.9). Let P : R® — R be a linear map, for some ¢/ € N. Then
Z] = (X3, PYy) satisfies (5.4) and (5.9) in lieu of Zy = (Xy,Y:) with dimension e replaced by €.

6 Lévy Time Change

The class of polynomial jump-diffusions is shown to be invariant under time change by a Lévy
subordinator. Let X; be a polynomial jump-diffusion on E C R% with extended generator ¢4. Let
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Z; be an independent nondecreasing Lévy process (subordinator) with Lévy measure vZ(d¢) and
drift b4 > 0 so that its generator is

G71(2) = V2 £ (z) + /0 Tt O - 1) o).

The law of Z; is denoted by pt(dz). A heuristic argument suggests that the time-changed process
Xy = Xz, is again a polynomial jump-diffusion on F. Indeed, the moment formula Theorem 2.5, the
independence of X; and Z;, and the Lévy property of Z; give, for any polynomial f(x) = (1, H(z)")f
in Pol,, (E),

E[f(XT) ’ Xt] = E[E[f(XZT) ’ XZth?ZT] ’ XZt] = E[(LH(XZt)T)e(ZT_Zt)Gf‘ XZt]

= (1)) [ O] = (1, H R e,
0

where the matrix G is given in (6.7) below, subject to u(dz)-integrability conditions. Hence X,
satisfies the moment formula. However, it turns out to be surprisingly difficult, if not impossible,
to prove without any further assumptions that )Z't is a jump-diffusion.” Assuming Markovianity,
we can prove the following result.

Theorem 6.1. Assume that X; is a Feller process with transition kernel p(z,dy), the domain of
its generator contains C°(E), and the generator coincides with 4 on C°(E). Assume also that
the Lévy measure v7(d¢) admits exponential moments,

/OO M2 (d¢) < oo, (6.1)

1

for any X from the set of real parts of eigenvalues of ¢ restricted to Pol(E). Then the time-changed
process Xy = Xz, is a polynomial jump-diffusion on E and a Feller process with transition kernel

Pi(e, dy) = /0 " e dy)u (d2) (6.2)

with respect to the usual augmentation % of its matural filtration. Its extended generator

() = 5 Te@@)V* () + 5(x) TV F ()

(6.3)
— flx)— €7 z)) vz
[ (fa+9 - @) =€V f@) e de)
s given by
a(z) = b?a(x), (6.4)
o) =)+ [ [ = opetanan? (ac), (6.5)
U(x,d€) = bZu(x, dE) + /0 b Liezoppe(x, @ + d€)v? (dC). (6.6)

5Tt is straightforward to prove that X, is a semimartingale, but it is not clear that its jump characteristic is a
function of the current state only, as required for jump-diffusions. What is more, the drift and jump characteristics
in (6.5) and (6.6) are given in terms of the Markov transition kernel of X;.
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The matriz representations G and G of 9 and 4 on Pol,,(E) are related by

é:bZG—I—/ (¢ —id)v?(d¢) and ¢ :/ e*Yut(dz). (6.7)
0 0

Remark 6.2. It is shown in the proof of Theorem 6.1 that py(x, A) and p(z,x + A) are jointly
measurable in (t,z) € [0,00) x E for all measurable A C R?, with the obvious extension py(x, A) =
pi(x, ANE). Hence (6.2) and (6.6) specify well defined transition kernels from R? into R?, defined
to be zero for x ¢ E.

Remark 6.3. Theorem 2.5 yields that
| =) Tnelandy) = (L @) ~ i)
E

where G is the matriz representation of 4 on Poli(E) and M is the matriz whose ith column is
the corresponding vector representation of x; in Poly(E). In view of (6.1) it thus follows that (6.5)
specifies a well defined first order polynomial drift function.

Remark 6.4. (1999, Theorem 25.3) states that condition (6.1) is equivalent to E[ert] =
fooo e ut(dz) < oo for allt > 0. Hence the integrals in (6.7) are well defined. If E is compact then
all eigenvalues of 4 restricted to Pol(E) have nonpositive real part, such that (6.1) trivially holds.

The following example shows that the affine property is not invariant with respect to Lévy time
change.

Example 6.5. Consider the Ornstein—Uhlenbeck process dXy = —kX; dt+o dWy, whith s an affine
Feller process with normal transition kernel py(z, dy) with mean e *'x and variance e (1 — e_2’“).
Now consider an independent Poisson subordinator Z; with 3% = 0 and v?(d() = d13(dC). Ac-

cording to Theorem 0.1, the Lévy time changed jump-diffusion X, = Xz, is polynomial. But X, is
not affine if k # 0. Indeed, straightforward integration shows

Gt = / (e™ —e"") p1(z,dy) = <e(e%t—1)“x+c(t) — 1) e'®
E

for C(t) = "sz (1 —e™2t) which is not of the form (3.1).

Applications of Lévy time changed Ornstein—Uhlenbeck processes as in Example 6.5 to com-
modity derivatives pricing are given in ( ).
7 Polynomial Expansions

We study the generic pricing problem in finance, which can be cast as follows. Let X; be polynomial
jump-diffusion on state space E C R%. Pricing a possibly path-dependent option boils down to
computing the conditional expectation

Iy, = E[F(X) | g;to]
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where X = P(Xy,,...,X;,) for some linear map P : R™*" — R™ with m < d x n, for some time
partition 0 < tg < t; < --- < t,, and some discounted payoff function F'(x) on R™. For example,
X = (Xi4,...,X1+,) may only depend on the first component of Xy, so that m = n. In the
following we present a method that extends the approach in ( ).

We denote by g(dx) the regular conditional distribution of X on R™ given .%;,. We let w(dx)
be an auxiliary probability kernel from (€2, .%;,) to R™ that dominates g(dx), with likelihood ratio
function denoted by ¢(x), such that

g(dx) = l(x)w(dx). (7.1)

We define the Hilbert space L2 as the set of (equivalence classes of) measurable real functions f(x)
on R™ with finite L?U—norm given by

1712 = /R S ulda

The corresponding scalar product is (f, h) me Jw(dz). We assume that L2 contains
all polynomials on R™,

Pol(R™) C L2, (7.2)
and let go(x) = 1,q1(x), g2(x), ... form an orthonormal basis of polynomials spanning the closure

Pol(R™) in L2. We also assume that the likelihood ratio function lies in L2,
(e L2 (7.3)

As a consequence, its Fourier coefficients

b= {bae = | a@)i(@)u(de) =Bl (X) | 7] (7.4

are given in closed form by iterating the moment formula in Theorem 2.5.
We finally assume that the discounted payoff function lies in L2,

Fel?. (7.5)

We denote by F the orthogonal projection of F' onto Pol(R™) in L2 . Elementary functional analysis

a7

then gives that the price approximation I;, = E[F(X) | %] equals
m:/ F(z)g(daw) = (F,0), = Fiply (7.6)
R k>0

with Fourier coefficients given by

Fk = <F, qk>w = (F, qk>w = / F(m)qk(m)w(dm) (77)
The approximation equals the true price, Iy, = Iy, if the projection F' equals F in L2,. This
statement is more of theoretical than of practical interest for two reasons. First, depending on the

choice of the auxiliary kernel w(dx), we have that Pol(R™) is dense in L2, such that F' = F holds
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anyway. Second, in practice we approximate the price by truncating the series in (7.6) at some
finite order K,

K
= Fuly, (7.8)
k=0

such that the pricing error is e() = Iy, —It(OK ). While it is good to know that ¢(5) — 0 asymptotically

as K — oo if F = F in L?,, the hard work consists in controlling the error ¢*) for finite K.
K)

The computation of the approximation It(o can be casted as numerical integration over R™,

& = i Fe / F(z)e®)
t Kk )w = - ()0 (@)w(dx), (7.9)
k=0

for the likelihood ratio approximation

e Z Crqi(

Note that the approximation ¢)(dx) = () (z)w(dx) of the measure g(dz) integrates to one,
g (R™) = 1, because g, is orthogonal to gy = 1 in L2 for k > 1. But ¢/¥)(dx) is only a signed
measure in general.

How to choose the auxiliary probability kernel w(dx)? Necessarily w(dx) has to satisfy condi-
tions (7.1)-(7.3) and (7.5), whereof (7.3) is arguably the most difficult to verify in practice.® The
following criteria indicate desirable further properties of w(dx) from a computational point of view:

(i) w(dx) admits closed-form .%#;,-conditional moments. Then we obtain the orthonormal poly-
nomials qo(x) = 1,q1(x), g2(x), ... in L2 in closed-form and without numerical integration.
Indeed, we let Go(x) = 1,G1(x), G2(x), . .. be any basis of Pol(R™). We obtain all scalar prod-
ucts (qk, ¢1)w in terms of the % -conditional moments of w(dx). This allows to perform an
exact Gram—Schmidt orthonormalization and we obtain an orthonormal basis of Pol(R™) in
L2 in closed-form.

(ii) There exist closed-form formulas for the Fourier coefficients F} and no numerical integration

is needed for the computation of It(OK ). See for example the option pricing in

( ) ( ). Otherwise, one has to numerically integrate (7.7) or,
equivalently, (7.9) with respect to w(dax). This should then at least be amendable by cubature
or Monte—Carlo methods.

(iii) w(dx) matches the moments of g(dx) of order n and less, [pn z®w(dx) = [, x*g(dx)
for all |a] < n. We already know this always holds for a = 0, so that ¢; = 1. Then
Uy = Jam a(x)g(dx) = [pn qr(x)w(dx) = (1,q)w = 0 for all k > 1 with degg, < n. This
can improve the convergence of the approximation (7.8). A numerically efficient method for
constructing a probability density matching the first n moments in the univariate case, m = 1,
is presented by ( , Section 3.2).

SIn Section C we sketch a situation that one may encounter in applications.
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8 Polynomial Asset Pricing Models

Building on Section 5, we develop a polynomial framework that accommodates a large class of asset
pricing models. It nests all affine asset pricing models, subject to integrability of jumps. First, we
introduce the financial market model with excess log returns that are conditional Lévy based on a
polynomial jump-diffusion factor process. Then we discuss option pricing and equivalent measure
change, and provide closed form expressions for the return volatility, vol of vol, and leverage.

8.1 Conditional Lévy Excess Log Returns

We consider a financial market with e primary assets with price processes given as
t .
Siz = Sipeloradstie,

where 7 is the risk-free rate and Y; = (Y14, ..., Ye ) are the excess log return processes with Yy = 0.
We let X; be a polynomial jump-diffusion on some state space E C R? such that Z; = (X4, Yy) is
a an F x R¢valued jump-diffusion with extended generator ¢ of the form (5.1). That is, Y; is a
conditional Lévy process. We follow the conventions (5.2)—(5.3) and assume

/ (€ —1—n)vY(z,dy) <oo foralz € E, i=1,...,e. (8.1)

It then follows that the price processes are special semimartingales with the decomposition

ds;
S

= (r+ei(X,))dt +d Z-?ﬁ/ (" = 1) (" (dn, dt) = v* (Xi-,dn))

€

where Y} denotes the continuous martingale part of Y;, u¥ (dn,dt) is the integer-valued random
measure associated to the jumps of Y;, and the excess rates of return are given by

() = b (z) + %a}i(:n) + /e (e —1—n)vY(x,dn).

We have not specified the measure P yet. For derivatives pricing, we assume that P is a risk-

neutral measure, so that the discounted price processes e~ Jo TstSivt are local martingales. This is
achieved by setting ¢;(x) =0 for all x € F and i = 1,...,e. In view of Lemma 2.2, ¢;(x) cannot be
zero if Z, = (Xy,Y;) were a polynomial jump-diffusion, other than affine, in general. The next result
shows how to embed Z; into a higher dimensional polynomial jump-diffusion such that ¢;(x) = 0.
It follows immediately from Theorem 5.2, so that we omit its proof.

Lemma 8.1. Let n € N. Assume that (8.1) holds and

a¥ € Pol,(E),

a*¥ € Poli,(E),

/R(He E¥f(n)v(-,d§ x dn) € Poljg1n(E), for all |a >0, (8.2)
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for all functions f : R — R for which the integral is finite. Then one can choose

B ==l = [ (= 1m0 (dn) € Pol, (),

so that €;(x) = 0 on E and P is a risk-neutral measure, and Z; = (H(X;),Y;) is a polynomial
Jgump-diffusion on H(E) x Re.

8.2 Option Pricing

To illustrate how to price options on the primary assets S;; we now assume that IP is a risk-neutral
measure. Consider first a European call option written on asset \S; ; with strike K and maturity 7.
Its price at time ¢ = 0 is given by

E e~ Jo m8(S, 0 — K)T | Fo| =B [(Si0e™7 — Ke™ o ) | 7.

If the risk-free rates r; are deterministic, the pricing operation reduces to computing expectations
of the form E[(e¥sT — ¢)* | %], where c is a constant. Pricing path-dependent derivatives boils
down to computing conditional expectations of the form E[F(Y;;,,...,Yi,) | Zol, as discussed in
Section 7 for Z; in lieu of Xj;.

8.3 Equivalent Measure Change

In general, P may be any measure, such as the real-world measure, as long as there exists a locally
equivalent risk-neutral measure Q such that the discounted price processes are Q-local martingales.
This is a standard condition on asset pricing models to be arbitrage-free, see

( ). In case P is not a risk-neutral measure, we specify the market price of risk such that X; is
a polynomial-jump diffusion under the corresponding risk-neutral measure. Thereto we fix a finite
time horizon T' and consider equivalent probability measures Q ~ P under which Z;, t € [0,T], is
a jump-diffusion with diffusion, drift, and jump coefficients a®(z), b¢(z), and v@(x,d¢) given in
terms of the P-coefficients a(z), b(x), and v(x,d() as

bo) = 89(e) + a@)(o) + [ (1= 1/0(.0)) v, do). (83
v, dC) = (@, Q) v(x, dJ),

for some R¥*¢-valued function ¢(z) and real function ¥(z,¢) > 0. Here ¢(z) is the market price
of diffusion risk and v (z, () is the market price of risk of the jump event of size ¢ associated with
Z;." Q is a risk-neutral measure if e;@(x) =0forallz e Fandi=1,...,e.

In order that the change of measure is well defined, we assume that

&:(L), t € 0,T], is a positive martingale (8.4)

“If the continuous martingale part of Z; is of the form dZf = o(X:)dWy, for some Brownian motion Wi, and
a(x) = o(x)o(z) ", then o(X:) T #(X,) is the market price of risk of W;.
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for
ALy = —o(0)Tdzg — [ (1= 10X ) (G, de) — v(Xic, do)i)

Rd+e
with Lo = 0, where Zf is the continuous martingale part of Z; and u?(d¢,dt) denotes the integer-
valued random measure associated to the jumps of Z;.® Then dQ/dP = &r(L) defines an equivalent
probability measure Q ~ P. We also assume that

T
L L0 A 6,0 v )it < . (5
Girsanov’s Theorem then implies that Z;, ¢ € [0, 7], is a jump-diffusion with diffusion, drift, and
jump coefficients a®(z), b¥%(z), and 9 (z, d¢) given in (8.3), see ( , Theorem
111.3.24).

In addition to (8.4) and (8.5), assume [pai. [|C]|¥/9(2, () v(z,d() < oo for all z € E and all
k> 2. Let 49 denote the generator of Z; under Q, so that

() = 91 = 0l) @)1 ~ [ (O = ) (1= 176 0) vl ).
Since ¥ is well-defined on Pol(E x R¢), Lemma A.2 implies that 9@ is well-defined on Pol(E x R¢).
On a case-by-case basis it is now straightforward to derive conditions from (8.3) and Lemma 2.2
such that X, t € [0,T], is a polynomial jump-diffusion under Q and such that Lemma 8.1 applies;
so that Q is a risk-neutral measure and Z; = (H(X3),Y;), t € [0,7], is a polynomial jump-diffusion
on H(E) x R® under Q.

8.4 Volatility, Vol of Vol, and Leverage

The spot variance v;(X;—) of the ith excess log return dY;; is defined as the time derivative of the
predictable compensator of its quadratic variation [Y;,Y;]; (modified second characteristic) given
by

(o) = Dlyssi) &) = ali (@) + [ o (o)
where I" denotes the carré-du-champ operator related to ¢ (see Section A).

The volatility of dY;; is defined as the square-root of its spot variance, vol;(X¢—) = /vi(X¢—).
The vol of vol is defined as the square-root of the spot variance of the volatility process vol;(X;),

volvol;(X;_) = /T (vol;, vol; ) (X;_).

The leverage effect refers to the generally negative correlation between dY;; and changes of its
spot variance dv;(X¢). It is captured by the time derivative of the predictable compensator of the

8This assumption entails that ¢(x) and (=, () > 0 are measurable and such that

o ascxgar+ [ [ (1= VITRECD) (X0t < .

so that L¢, t € [0,T], is a well defined local martingale, see ( , Theorem I1.1.33d).
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quadratic co-variation between Y;; and v;(Xy),

L' (yi, vi) (X
levi Xt_ = .
) Vi(Xi-) /T (vi, ) (X )

Y

Note that in the presence of jumps, the jump measure v* (z,dn) and thus the spot variance,
volatility, vol of vol, and the leverage depend on the measure P, so that we distinguish risk-neutral
and real-world volatility, vol of vol, and leverage.’

9 Linear Volatility

We introduce a large class of polynomial asset pricing models based on the linear SDE (2.8)—(2.9),
extending Example 5.1. Throughout this section we assume that P is a risk-neutral measure. Let
Wi be a standard m-dimensional Brownian motion. Let N(du,dt) be a Poisson random measures
with compensator F'(du)dt on U xR, for some mark space U.'" We assume that X; is the E-valued
solution of a linear SDE

dX; = b (Xy) dt + o™ (Xy) AW + / 6% (Xi—,u) (N (du, dt) — F(du)dt), (9.1)
U

where drift, volatility, and jump size functions b~ (z), o (z), and 6% (x,u) are linear in z of the
form (2.9), for some state space E C R%. We then specify the excess log returns by

4, = b (X,) dt + o (X,) dWi + / 5Y (u)(N (du, dt) — F(du)dt), 9.2)
U

with drift b (z) to be determined such that P is a risk-neutral measure. The volatility function is
linear,

d
oY (z) =TY + Z:EZTZY,
i=1

for parameters I‘ZY e Re*™ ¢ =0,...,d. Jumps of Y; are captured by the state-independent jump
size function §¥ (u) and can be isolated or simultaneous with jumps of X;.!' We assume that the
pushforward 8Y F(dn) of F(du) under §¥ (u) satisfies (8.1),

/ <e5z¥(“) -1- 52/(u)> F(du) < oo foralli=1,... e. (9.3)
U

The resulting coefficients a(x), b(z), and v(z,d§ x dn) of the generator of the jump-diffusion
Zy = (X4,Y;) are functions of x given by

o XgXT  GXgYT X
a= <UYUXT O.YUYT> € Pola(E), b= <bY> )

9Some authors restrict to the diffusive component of dY;,; for the definitions of spot variance, volatility, vol of vol,
and leverage, which are the same under both measures.
The Poisson random measure N(du,dt) and the Brownian motion W; are automatically independent, see
( , Theorem I1.6.3).
HState-dependent jumps of Y; that are simultaneous with jumps of X; would violate the structural condition (8.2).
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with bX € Poly(E), and

£(6,m) vz, dé x dn) = /U F6X (), 6" (u)) F(du).

Rd+e

It follows by inspection that the assumptions of Lemma 8.1 are met for n = 2. Hence we can set
1
b = gy / (e 1~ 8Y (u)) F(du) € Poly(B),
U

so that P is a risk-neutral measure, as desired, and Z; = (X}, Y;) satisfies properties (5.4)—(5.8) in
Theorem 5.2 for n = 2.
Here is an example for the specification of the N(du, dt)-driven jumps of (X, Y;).

Example 9.1. Let U = UgyUU U---UUy, for pairwise disjoint sets U; such that \j = F(U;) < oo.
Then Nj = N(U; x [0,t)) are independent Poisson processes with intensities \j, for j =0,... k.
Define the piece-wise constant 0% (z,u) =0 for u € Uy and 6~ (z,u) = 6 + 2?21 xﬁff foru € Uj,
j=1,...,k, for some parameters 5§,5f§ € R%. Then the N(du,dt)-driven jump term in (9.1)
reads
k d
/ 0% (Xi—,u) (N (du, dt) — F(du)dt) =) <50 +) X 65 ) (ANj ¢ — Ajdt).
U j=1 i=1

The N (du,dt)-driven jump term in (9.2) accordingly is of the form

t k
/ / 8Y (u)(N (du, ds) — F(du)ds) = > (ZH Len,  — ELHVIN t>
0o JU

7=0 \ieN

where §Y (u) is any jump size function on U satisfying (9.3), H](-i) are mutually independent R®-

valued random wvariables, independent of the Poisson processes Ny, ..., N and the Brownian
motion Wy, and such that H(l) has distribution gz’ven by the pushforward of F(u)/\; under the
restriction 0" |y, that is, E[f H(Z fU VE(du)/Nj, fori € N and j =0,...,k. Note

that No; drives isolated jumps of Y;. On the other hand, N ¢ drives isolated jumps of X; sz](.i) =0,
for some j=1,...,k

Examples of linear diffusion volatility models include the extended Stein—Stein model (
: , ) and the extended Hull-White model ( , :
), which are discussed in detail in ( ).

10 Conclusion

We have developed a mathematical framework for polynomial jump-diffusions in a relaxed semi-
martingale context, as opposed to a Markovian setup, based on the point-wise action of the extended
generator on polynomials only. We have established various features, including the moment for-
mula and the invariance with respect to polynomial transformations and Lévy time change. We
have also revisited affine jump-diffusions, which are nested in the polynomial class, in that relaxed
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context. We have then constructed a large class of novel asset pricing models based on polynomial
jump-diffusions and presented a generic method for option pricing. Our results provide the basis
for new asset pricing models. Several extensions are possible and left for future research. This
includes discrete time and time-inhomogeneous polynomial jump-diffusions.

A Carré-du-champ Operator

Let X; be a jump-diffusion with extended generator 4 on RY of the form (2.1). An object closely
related to ¢ is the carré-du-champ operator, which is a bilinear operator I" given by

L(f,9)(x) =9 (fg)(x) — f(z)9g(x) — g(x)¥ f(x) (A.1)
for any C? functions f(x) and g(z) on R? such that

/ (h(z 4+ &) — h(z))? vz, df) < oo for all z € R? for h = f, g.
R4
Using the product rule, one can express I'(f, ¢) in terms of a(z) and v(z,df) as

L(f,9)(z) = Vf(2) a(x)Vy(z) + / (f(z 4+ &) = f(2))(g(z + &) — g(z))v(x, dE). (A.2)

R4

In particular, T'(f, f) > 0. Just as the extended generator captures the drift of a process f(Xy),
the carré-du-champ operator gives information about the quadratic variation of f(X}).

Lemma A.1. The predictable compensator of the quadratic co-variation [f(X),g(X)]: is given by

/0 T(f.9)(X.)ds

for any C? functions f(x) and g(x) on RY such that

[ € = SO Ia(X 4 €) = X (Xev ) ds < o (A3)

Proof. In view of ( , Theorem 1.4.52) and the fact that d(X¢ X¢), =
a(Xy)dt, we have

[F(X), g(X)) = /0 VIX) Ta(X)Vg(Xo) ds + S (F(Xe) — (X)) (9(Xs) — g(Xan)).

The result now follows from (A.2) and ( , Theorem I1.1.8). O

With the help of the carré-du-champ operator we can qualify the property of ¢4 being well-
defined on Pol(E) for some state space E C R,

Lemma A.2. Assume 4 is well-defined on Pol(E). Let f € Pol(R?) with f(x) =0 on E. Then
a(x)Vf(z) =0 and [pa(f(z+&) — f(2))*v(z,dE) =0 on E.

Proof. We have f(z)? = 0 on E, so that (A.1) implies I'(f, f)(z) = 0 on E. Since a(z) € S¢, the
lemma follows from identity (A.2). O
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B Polynomial Transformations of Jump-Diffusions

We let X; be an E-valued jump-diffusion with extended generator ¢ of the form (2.1), for some
state space E C R? We show that an invertible polynomial transformation of X; is again a
jump-diffusion, subject to technical conditions, and we identify its extended generator.

Lemma B.1. Let ¢ : R — R* be a polynomial map that admits a measurable inverse on E, in
the sense that there exists a measurable map v : R¥ — R¢ such that 1 o ¢ = id on E. Assume that
4 is well-defined on Pol(E), i.e. (2.3) and (2.4) hold. Assume also that the process X; = o(Xy) is
a special semimartingale. Then X, is a jump-diffusion with extended generator G = *G¢*, which
is well-defined on Pol(¢(E)).'? It is of the form

75(@) = 5 Te(a@) V(@) + 5) V@) + [

RE

(f@+8) - 1@ € vi@)v(@, ),
where, writing T = ¢(x) and p;(x) for the ith component of p(x),

ai-j(f) = Vi(z)a(z)Ve;(z)",

bi(T) = G pi(w),
7@ 4) = [ La(eo +6) = e()vo. do)

Proof. Since X, is a special semimartingale, ( , Proposition 3) in conjunction with a
direct calculation shows that it is a jump-diffusion with extended generator ¢ = ¥*9¢* of the
stated form. In particular, the jump measure satisfies

e 5.8 = [ o+ €) ~ pla)|" vio.de),  where 7= p(a),
RF R4

which is finite for every T € ¢(E) due to (2.3) and since ¢(z) is polynomial. Finally, if f € Pol(R¥)
vanishes on ¢(E), then ¢*f € Pol(R?) vanishes on E, therefore ¥¢* f also vanishes on E in view
of (2.4), and hence & f vanishes on ¢(FE). Thus ¢ is well-defined on Pol(p(E)). O

C Locally Absolutely-Continuous Measure Change

We sketch a situation that may occur in applications for the choice of an auxiliary probability
kernel w(dx) satisfying assumption (7.3).

Let Q be a probability measure that is equivalent to IP on each .%; with Radon-Nikodym density
D;. We define w(dx) as the Q-regular conditional distribution of X given .%#;,. Then (7.1) holds
with likelihood ratio function given by the Q-regular conditional distribution of Dy, /Dy, given
3?150 v J(X)>

D
((x) = Eq D—Z”\ﬁ}o,X:m , (C.1)
0

2The pullback is defined in (1.1).
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where we set Dy, /Dy, =0 if Dy, = 0. Indeed, let f(x) be a bounded measurable function on R™.
Taking conditional expectation gives

f(@)g(de) = Bx [(X) | ] = Eq | F(X) 7o
R™ to

=Eg [EQ [f(X)ll))i’Z Fio V o(X)] | C%fo}

| ﬂ

= Bq /(X)X | 7] = [ f@)(@yu(dz),

which proves the claim (C.1).
The likelihood ratio function satisfies the estimate

{(x)*w(dx) = Eq
Rm

D, 2 D, \?
EQ |:Dtm ‘ LO}\to V O'(X):| ’ yt()] < EQ [( Dtm> ‘ yto] . (C2)
0

0

The bound in (C.2) is sharp to the extent that Dy, /Dy, could be %, V o(X )-measurable such that
we have equality in (C.2). The estimate (C.2) can be useful for verifying assumption (7.3).

In practice we could approximate w(dx), the Q-regular conditional distribution of X given .%#,,
by simulating X; under Q. Specifically, we would estimate the Fourier coefficients

Fi, = Eq [qp(X) F(X) | F4,] (C.3)

in (7.7) by (nested) Monte-Carlo methods. This addresses property (ii). If we further assume that
X is a polynomial jump-diffusion with respect to Q, then w(dx) admits closed-form .%; -conditional
moments, as indicated in property (i).

D Proofs

This appendix contains the proofs of the lemmas and theorems in the main text.

D.1 Proof of Theorem 2.5

The proof of Theorem 2.5 builds on the following four lemmas.

Lemma D.1. The local martingale property (2.2) holds for any C? function f(zx) on R satisfying

t
!
0 JRd

Proof. Property (D.1) states that V; is in 7. The lemma now follows from
( , Theorem II.1.8 and proof of Theorem I1.2.42). O

F(Xs+6) = f(X,) = ETVF(X) | v(Xs,dE) ds < . (D.1)

For the rest of this section, we assume that ¢ is polynomial on E and we let f € Pol,(F). Then
the process

t
M = J(X,) — J(Xo) - /O G (X, ds
is well defined.
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Lemma D.2. Mtf s a local martingale.

Proof. In view of Lemma D.1 it is enough to show that (D.1) holds. But W(xz,&) = f(z + &)
f(x) — €TV f(z) is a linear combination of monomials 22¢Y with 2 < |y| < n. Hence |W (z,&)|
C(z) (I€]1* + [1€]*™) for some polynomial C(x). Now (D.1) follows from Lemma 2.2.

O IA

Lemma D.3. For any k € N there is a finite constant C' such that
E[1+ || X% | o] < (1+ | Xo|?*) e, ¢ > 0.

Proof. We recall the argument in ( , Theorem 2.10) or

( , Lemma B.1). Let f(x) = 1+ ||z||**, and let C be a finite constant such that |¥ f(x)| < C'f(x)
on F. Such a constant exists by the polynomial property of 4. Let 0 < T} < T, < --- be alocalizing
sequence for the local martingale M/, see Lemma D.2, such that || X;|| < m for ¢ < T},. Then

tAT ¢
BU (Xu,) | 5ol = 00+ | [ 91X ds | %] < 1060+ € [ BIAXrn) | 7 ds.
0 0
Gronwall’s inequality and Fatou’s lemma now yield the result. O

Lemma D.4. For any finite ¢ the process Mtf1{||X0||§c} is a martingale.

Proof. Let ¢ be a finite number. Then Ntf = Mtfl{”XO”Sc} is a local martingale by Lemma D.2 with
quadratic variation [N/, N']y = [f(X), f(X)]¢1{|xo|<c}- We claim that its predictable compensator
is given by

t
<Nf=Nf>t:/0 L(f, )(Xs) dslyx,<e}-

Indeed, in view of Lemma A.1 the claim follows as soon as (A.3) holds for g = f. But W(«, &)
(f(z+&)— f(r))? is a linear combination of monomials 2P¢Y with 2 < |y| < 2n. Hence |W (x,&)|
C(z) (I€]1* + [|€]|*™) for some polynomial C/(x), and (A.3) follows from Lemma 2.2.

By (A.1), I'(f, f)(z) is a polynomial on E. Combining this with Lemma D.3 we infer that
E[(Nf,N¥);] < oo for all t > 0, and hence Ntf is a square-integrable martingale. O

IA I

We now prove Theorem 2.5. Fix a finite ¢ and ¢ > 0. By Lemma D.4, the row vector valued
function F(T) = E[(1, H(X7) " )1{x,|<c} | F] satisfies for T > t

T
F(T) = (LH(Xt)T)l{HXngc} +/ E[g(l,HT)(X )1{||X0||<c} ’ r/t ds = / F )G ds.
t

Hence E[(l,H(XT)T) ’ yt]l{HXgHSc} = F(T) = (1,H(Xt)T)e(T_t)G1{||XO||§C}. Theorem 2.5 now
follows by letting ¢ 1 oo.



D.2 Proof of Lemma 3.2

We first assume that 0 € E and the affine span of E is all of R%.
Assume ¥ is affine. Straightforward calculations show that

T

Get' T = <luTa(az)u +b(x) " +/

2 R4

<e“T§ -1- uT§) v(z, d§)> et

so that, by virtue of the assumed relation (3.1), we obtain

1
F(u)+ R(u) "z = §uTa(az)u +b(z) Tu+ /

(euT€ 11— uTg) v(z,d§) forallz € E, ue iRY,
]Rd

(D.2)
We claim that F(u) and R(u) are of the form (3.3). Since 0 € E, this clear for F(u), setting
ap = a(0), by = b(0), vo(d¢) = v(0,d€). Next, since the affine span of E is all of RY, there exist
numbers Aq,...,A\g with Eizl \; = 1 and points z',...,z% € E such that \jz' 4+ -+ + \gz? = ey,
the first canonical unit vector. Evaluating both sides of (D.2) at = z¥, multiplying by A,
summing over k, and using the form of F(u), it follows that R;(u) is of the form (3.3) with

d d d
o= Aea(e®) —ao, b= Mb(") —bo,  wi(d) =D Mev(a®,dE) — vo(dE).
k=1 k=1

k=1

The same argument shows that Ra(u),..., Rq(u) are also of the form (3.3).

It remains to prove (3.2). Given F(u) and R(u) just obtained, it is clear that taking a(x), b(z),
v(z,df) as in (3.2) is consistent with (D.2). Furthermore, for each fixed z € E, knowing the right-
hand side of (D.2) for all u € iR? uniquely determines a(z), b(x), v(x, d€); see
( , Lemma I1.2.44). Thus (3.2) is in fact the only possibility, completing the proof of the forward
direction.

For the converse, assume a(z), b(z), v(z,d) are of the form (3.2). A calculation then shows
that ¢ satisfies (3.1) with F'(u) and R(u) given by (3.3), and thus is affine.

In the general case, where either 0 ¢ F or the affine span of E is not R?, we apply an invertible
affine transformation 7' : R* — R? such that 0 € T(E) and the affine span of T(E) is R% x {0} for
some d’ < d. In these new coordinates we set the corresponding a;, b;, and v;(d€) to zero for i > d',
and then transform back by 7.

D.3 Proof of Theorem 3.4

Define the function f(t,z) = exp(¢(T — t) + (T — t) ") and the complex-valued process M; =
f(t, X¢). Then (3.5) yields |M;| < 1. Moreover, a calculation using (3.4) yields

8tf(t,l‘)+gf(t,$):0, 0<t<T, z€k,

where ¢ acts on the real and imaginary parts of f(¢,-) separately. Thus M; is a martingale on [0, T']
with M7 = exp(u’ X7). The affine transform formula is now just the equality M; = E[Mr | .Z].
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D.4 Proof of Lemma 4.1

The proof of Lemma 4.1 builds on the following lemma.

Lemma D.5. Any polynomial p € Poly,,(E) is of the form p(x) = f(H(x)) for some f €
Pol,,,(H(E)).

Proof. Tt suffices to consider monomials p(z) = x® with |a| < mn. It follows by inspection that
o =g + -+ a; for some multi-indices a; € N¢ with || < n. Thus 2% = f;(H(z)) on E for
some linear polynomial f; € Pol; (RY), for each i. We deduce that

p(@) = [[a* = f(H@) on E,

where f(Z) = [, fi(T) is of degree at most m. O

We now prove Lemma 4.1. If a function f: RY — R vanishes on H(E), then H* f(z) = f(H(z))
vanishes on E. Thus H* is well-defined as a map from Pol(H(E)) to Pol(E), and it is linear with
inverse L*. It is clear that H* maps Pol,,(H(E)) to Pol,,,(E) for each m € N. To see that L* maps
p € Poly, (E) to an element of Pol,,(H(E)), observe that p(x) = f(H (z)) for some f € Pol,,(H(FE))
by Lemma D.5, so that L*p(Z) = f(H(L(Z))) = f(T). This proves Lemma 4.1.

D.5 Proof of Theorem 4.2

Since X; is a special semimartingale by Lemma D.2, Lemma B.1 implies that X; is an H(FE)-
valued jump-diffusion with extended generator &4 = L*%H*, which is well-defined on Pol(H (E)).
Lemma 4.1 implies that ¢ is polynomial on H(E), and the diagram (4.2) commutes. This completes
the proof of Theorem 4.2.

D.6 Proof of Theorem 5.2

The proof of Theorem 5.2 builds on the following lemma.

Lemma D.6. Assume (5.4). Then the augmented process Zy = (H(Xy),Y:) is a jump-diffusion on
H(E) x R® with extended generator G = 1*9p*, and the operators 4 and 9 are well-defined on
Pol(E x R¢) and Pol(H(FE) x R€), respectively.

Proof. We first prove that ¢ is well-defined on Pol(E x R€). Due to (5.4) we only need to verify
(2.4). Let f(x,y) be a polynomial that vanishes on F x R¢. Collecting the monomials in y yields
the representation

fay) = ppla)y®
B

for finitely many polynomials pg(x) on R<. For each fixed z € E, f(x,y) is the zero polynomial on
R¢, and hence pg(z) = 0 for all 8. Thus, we may suppose f(z,y) = p(x)q(y) where p(x) vanishes
on E and ¢(y) = y®. One has

94 (pq)(x,y) = p(x)9q(z,y) + q(y)¥p(x,y) + T'(p,q)(,y).
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The first term is zero for any z € E. So is the second term, since ¥p(z,y) = 4*p(x) and 4¥ is
well-defined on Pol(F). For the third term, note that the carré-du-champ operator is bilinear and
positive semidefinite, and hence satisfies the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality. That is,

IT(p,q)(z,y)|* <T(p,p)(z,y) (g, q)(z,y).

But I'(p,p)(z,y) = TX(p,p)(z) = 0 since ¥ is well-defined on Pol(E). Thus 4(pq)(z,y) = 0 on
E x R¢, and we deduce that ¢ is well-defined on Pol(E x R€).

Next, since H(X}) is a special semimartingale by Lemma D.2, and since Y; is a special semi-
martingale by assumption, Z; is also a special semimartingale. Therefore, since ¢ is well-defined

on Pol(E x R€), it follows from Lemma B.1 that Z; is a jump-diffusion with extended generator
G = p*G*, which is well-defined on Pol(H(E) x R®). O

We now prove Theorem 5.2. Due to Lemma D.6, it remains to prove that (5.5)—(5.8) together
imply (5.9), and, conversely, that (5.9) implies (5.5), (5.6), and (5.8) for & = 0. To do this we make
use of Theorem 5.6.

We first assume that (5.5)—(5.8) hold, and prove property (i) in Theorem 5.6. Fix m € N and
consider any monomial f(z) = f(z,y) = x*y? with |a| < n(m — |8|) and |3| < m, which then
lies in Vj,,. It suffices to show that ¢ f again lies in V,,,. Let aX (), @*Y (x), and a¥ (z) denote the
modified second characteristics of ¢, that is,

X (z) = X (x X (x a (z) =d (z Tu(z
(@) =¥ @)+ [ T @l @ @) =a @)t [ vl de ),

Rd+e

XY (z) = o (2) +/ &nTv(x,de x dn).

Rd+e

Furthermore, write V, f(x,y) for the first d components of V f(x,y), and similarly for V, f(z,y),
V2, f(x,y), V2, f(z,y), and V2, f(x,y). We then get

If@y) = 5 T @@V @9) + T @ @92, ) +5 T (@ @V @) (D3)
+ 0% (2) Vo f (2,y) + 07 (2) 'V f(z,y) (D.4)

— f(2) =T z—lT 2¢(, vl
t [ (60 =10 - TG - TV v o) 03)

Consider first (D.3). Since V2, f(x,y) = yPV?(2®) and since 4% is polynomial, the first term
in (D.3) is of degree at most |a| in z and |3| in y, and thus lies in V,,. Next, V?L,yf(x,y) is of
degree at most |a| — 1 in x and |B| — 1 in y, which together with (5.7) implies that the second term
in (D.3) is of degree at most n+ 1+ |a] —1 =n+ |a| in z and |3]| — 1 in y. This term therefore
also lies in V;,. Finally, V2, f(z,y) is of degree at most |a| in 2 and 8] — 2 in y, which together
with (5.6) implies that the third term in (D.3) is of degree at most 2n + || in z and || — 2 in y.
Again this yields membership in V,,.

Consider now (D.4). Since V,f(z,y) = y®V(z®) and since 4% is polynomial, the first term
in (D.4) is of degree at most || in  and |3| in y, and thus lies in V;,,. Similarly as above, the
second term also lies in V;,, due to (5.5).
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Consider finally (D.5). It follows from the multi-binomial theorem that the expression in paren-
theses is a linear combination of monomials 27y%¢¢nY with |y| + |e| < |af, |8 + |v] < |B|, and
le| + |v] > 3. Thus (D.5) is a linear combination of expressions of the form

ﬂy‘s/ EnPu(x, d¢ x dn).
Rd+e

Due to (5.8), these expressions are polynomial of degree at most |v| + |€| + n|v| in z and |§] in y.
Since || + |e| + n|v| +n|d| < |a| +n|B| < nm, it follows that (D.5) lies in V;,,. This completes the
proof of property (i) in Theorem 5.6, showing that (5.9) holds.

Conversely, assume that that (5.9) holds, so that property (ii) in Theorem 5.6 holds as well.
Since ¥ (yP) € V||, the identity

90) = 3 T (3 (0)V2,°) + 87 () TV, ()

L <(y =y V) - %”Tvzwﬁ)> v(w, dé x dn)

applied with 8 = e; yields bZY € Vi, which gives (5.5). Taking f = e; + e; we similarly obtain
?i}; € V4, which gives (5.6). By considering |3| > 3, we obtain (5.8) for a = 0.

D.7 Proof of Corollary 5.4
The process Zy = (Xy, Yy) is given by

dX; ; 0 id
dZ; = | P(Xy)dt | =K(X;-)d <X > , where K(x)=|Px) 0
Q(Xi-) dX, ! 0 Q=)
Its differential characteristics can then be computed using ( , Proposition 2). One finds
that they are deterministic functions a(z), b(x), and v(x,d¢) of X;, where
0o K@) 0 ¥ @QW)T
a(z) = K(x) (0 aX(aj)> K(x)" = 0 0 0 , (D.6)
Q(z)a™(z) 0 Qx)a™(z)Q(x)"

In particular, we have

Lo el vtode) = [ (IP+1QGEIR) v (a,de) < (+IQ@IP™2 [ 1€l v (o.de) < o
Rd+e Rd Rd

for all z € F and all n > 2, where ||Q(z)|| denotes the operator norm of Q(z). Thus (5.4) holds.
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Next, (5.5) holds since the components of b(z) are polynomials of degree at most n. To verify
(5.6)—(5.8), we first observe the identity

/ F©g ", de x dif x dn") = / £(6)9(0, Q)e)™ (x, de), (D7)
Rd+e Rd

where we write 7 = (1, 1) for a generic vector in R® = R *¢". Let f(£) = 2 and g(n) = n® =
7B n"B" | where we decompose 8 = (8',3") according to the decomposition n = (1/,1""). Since
9(0,Q(z)s€) = s18"1g(0, Q(z)€) for any s € R, it follows that

90.Q@e = Y, ry(@)”
v: =18
for some polynomials r(z). Since the left-hand side vanishes if 3’ # 0, we take 7 (x) = 0 in this
case. Moreover, since the components of Q(x) are of degree at most n—1, the degree of ¢(0, Q(x)&),
regarded as a polynomial in x, is at most (n—1)8{+---4+(n—1)B%, = (n—1)|8"|. This is therefore
also an upper bound on the degrees of the polynomlals ().
These observations readily yield (5.8). To see this, we write

/R P dexdn = Y @) /R e (o da), (D.8)

v: =18

Either 8’ # 0, in which case the right-hand side of (D.8) vanishes. Or, 8’ = 0, hence |3"| = |3|, and
thus the right-hand side of (D.8) is a polynomial of degree at most (n—1)|8|+ |a+~| = |a|+n|3|,
provided |a + v| = |a| + |38] > 3. Consequently, (5.8) holds.

Finally, (5.6) and (5.7) follow in a similar manner. Fori € {1,...,d} and j € {e'+1,...,¢'+€"},
we apply (D.6) and (D.7) with f(§) =& and g(n) = n; to get

a§Y($) +/Rd+e &injv(x, d€ x dn) = Zq] e k(T (azk / G&p v (x d£)>

which is a polynomial of degree at most n — 1+ 2 =1+ n. If instead j € {1,...,€'}, then the left-
hand side vanishes. It follows that (5.7) holds. Property (5.6) is proved similarly. This completes
the proof of the corollary.

D.8 Proof of Lemma 5.5

Similarly as in the proof of Lemma 4.1, the pullback maps ¢* and ¢* are well-defined as operators
Pol(H(E) x R®) — Pol(E x R®) and Pol(E x R®) — Pol(H(E) x R®).

Viewed with these domain and range spaces, ¢* and 9* are each other’s inverses. It is clear that o*
is a linear map. We show that it maps Pol,,(H(E) x R¢) to V,,, and for this it suffices to consider
monomials f(Z,y) = Z%y?, where |a| + |3] < m. One then has

N

o f(z,y) = pla)y®, where p(x) =] i)™
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Since deg h; < n for all 4, and since |a| < m — |3, it follows that degp < n(m — |3|), showing that
p*f € Vi, as claimed.

Injectivity of ¢* follows from the identity ¥* o ¢* = id on Pol,,(H(E) x R¢). To see that ¢*
maps Pol,,(H(E) x R®) surjectively to V,, let p(z)y? with degp < n(m — |8|) and |3| < m be an
element of V,,,. Lemma D.5 implies that p(x) = f(H (z)) for some polynomial f € Pol,,_ g (H (E)).
Thus p(z)y? = ¢*g(x,y), where g(T,y) = f(T)y? is of degree at most m — |B| + |B] = m and thus
lies in Pol,,(H(FE) x R®). Since any element of V}, is a linear combination of polynomials p(x)y?
as above, this proves surjectivity.

D.9 Proof of Theorem 5.6

We now prove Theorem 5.6. Due to Lemma D.6, Z, is a jump-diffusion on H(F) x R¢ with extended
generator ¥ = ¢*@p*, which is well-defined on Pol(H(E) x R¢). Thus the property (5.9) is, by
definition, equivalent to

4 maps Pol,,,(H(E) x R°) to itself for each m € N. (D.9)

The equivalence (D.9) < (i) follows from Lemma 5.5 and the expression ¥ = 1)*%*, which show
that in the diagram (5.11) each horizontal arrow holds if and only the other one does. In particular,
the diagram commutes if either condition holds. It remains to prove (i) < (ii). By definition of the
carré-du-champ operator, we have the identity

G (2°y?) = 479 (%) + 29 (y°) + T(2*,4°).
Moreover, if |a| < n(m — |8|) and |8] < m then yB%(z®) = yPYX(2®) € V,, since ¥ is
polynomial. Hence (i) is equivalent to
229G (yP) 4+ T (z*,yP) € V;, whenever |a| < n(m —|3]) and |3] < m. (D.10)
It suffices to argue that (D.10) is equivalent to (ii). To this end, first observe that

29 (yP) € V;, whenever |a| < n(m —|8|), |8] < m, and 4 (y°) € Vigl- (D.11)

Indeed, ¥ (yP) € V|| is a linear combination of monomials of the form Y0 with || < n(|8] —|6])
and |6] < |B]. Thus z°9(yP) is a linear combination of monomials of the form 2®t7y® with
la + 7| = |a| + 7] < n(m —|8]) + n(|8] — |8]) = n(m —|d]), and therefore lies in V,,. This
proves (D.11).

Assume (ii) holds. By taking a = 0, we see that ¥(y°) ¢ Vig for all 8, which in view of
(D.11) and (ii) implies that (D.10) holds. Conversely, assume (D.10) holds. Since I'(1,y%) = 0,
it follows that ¢ (y?) € V|| for all B and hence, in view of (D.11), that 29 (yP) € V,,, whenever
la| < n(m —|B|) and |3| < m. Another application of (D.10) then yields I'(z®,y?) € V;,, and we
deduce that (ii) holds.

D.10 Proof of Corollary 5.8

Lemma D.1 implies that Z; = (X, PY};) is a special semimartingale. We infer that Z; = (X, PY}) is
an E x R¢ -valued jump diffusion with extended generator ¢’ of the form (5.1). Indeed, this follows
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from a straightforward modification of Lemma B.1 applied to the linear map ¢(z,y) = (x, Py),
observing that P does not need to be invertible to back out the state = from (z, Py). It follows by
inspection that Z, = (X, PY;) satisfies (5.4) and, by Lemma B.1 in conjunction with Lemma 2.2
applied to (H(X}), PY;), property (5.9) with e replaced by €', as claimed.

D.11 Proof of Theorem 6.1
The proof of Theorem 6.1 builds on the following two lemmas.

Lemma D.7. Let ¥ be polynomial on E. Then & f(x) is locally bounded on E for every f € C*(R%)
satisfying the growth condition |f(z)| < c(1 + ||z||¥) on R? for some real ¢ and integer k > 2.

Proof. Write

1) = 3 Tla() V@) + ) Vi@ + Y TIE ] e g
2<laj<h-1 IR (D.12)
+ [ ot &t
where 5o
o6 = jre - Y LI (D.13)

|| <k—1

By Lemma 2.2 and the C*¥ smoothness of f(x), the first three terms on the right-hand side of (D.12)
are locally bounded in x on E.

We now bound the remaining term in (D.12). For [|£|| > 1, the assumed polynomial bound on
f(z) along with the crude inequality 1+ ||z + &||* < [|€]*2%(1 + [|z||*) and (D.13) yield

0% f ()]
lg(z, )| < [lE* | 2" (1 + 2™+ D — | lE>t
|| <k—1 '
Next, Taylor’s theorem with the remainder in integral form yields
k ! k—1
o9 = 3 e [0 (o +

|a|=k

and hence

9@, < IEIF S = max 0o f(z+6), el < 1.

Combining these two bounds gives |g(z,€)| < ||€]|F M (z), where M(z) is a continuous function due
to the C* smoothness of f(z). Consequently,

/ ol v, de) < M(z) [ ] vt de),
R R

which is locally bounded in x on E by Lemma 2.2. O
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Lemma D.8. Let & be polynomial on E. Then for every f € CI‘)X’(]Rd) there exists a sequence of
functions f,, € C°(RY) such that f, — f and G f, — G f locally uniformly on E.

Proof. Define f,(z) to be f(z) multiplied by a smooth cutoff function that is equal to one on
B, = {r € R ||z|| < n}. Then f, — f locally uniformly. For n > m and z € B,, we have

1 fulx) — G F(x)| < / ol +6) — Fo + O)lw(w, dE)
Rd
= /Rd |fn(z +&) — f(z+ e >n—mv(, dE)
2 £ loc -
<ol | lePutade)

By Lemma 2.2 the right-hand side is locally bounded in z on E. Hence 4 f,, — ¢ f uniformly on
E N B, for all m. O

We now prove Theorem 6.1. We first prove the statement in Remark 6.2. Due to the Feller
property, for any f € Co(R?), we know that [, f(y)pi(z,dy) is jointly continuous in (¢,z) €
[0,00) x E. A monotone class argument now yields the claim for p;(z, A). For pi(z,x + A) we
observe that

pt(x,x+A):/EIA(y—x)pt(x,dy).

Because 14(y — x) is jointly measurable in (z,y) the claim follows also for p;(x, 2z + A). Hence
& f(z) is well defined by (6.3)(6.6) for any bounded C? function f(z) on R
We next claim that

i) =91+ [ [ (1)~ £@) petandn?(ac) (D.14)
for all f € Pol(E). Indeed, for any polynomial f(z) = (1, H(z)")f in Pol,(E), Theorem 2.5 yields
[ )= @) peta.dn) = (01 @) ) i) (D.15)

Hence the right hand side of (D.14) is well defined due to (6.1) for all x € E. Moreover, by
(6.3)—(6.6) we infer that

Gf(z) = VG f(z) + /0 h /E (v — )T f(@)pe (a dy)v? (dC)

. (D.16)
= [ (10 = 1@ = =0 V@) 1gparpclo. i) (00)
which proves (D.14).
We next claim that the jump-diffusion operator
% is polynomial on E. (D.17)
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First, we have

L v ote.ae) = [ e vvw.ae)+ [ [ =l e dpr?(ac) < o

for all x € E and all n > 2. Indeed, the first term on the right hand side is finite due to (2.3).
The second term is also finite. This follows from (D.15) for f(y) = |ly — z||” and (6.1) for even
n > 2. Second, ¥ f(x) = 0 on E for any f € Pol(R%) with f(x) = 0 on E. This follows from (2.4)
and (D.14). Hence ¢ is well-defined on Pol(E). Finally, the polynomial property of ¢, (D.14), and
(D.15) again imply that ¢ maps Pol,,(E) to itself for each n € N, which proves (D.17).

Now let G and G be the matrix representations of ¢ and ¢ on Pol,,(E). The first equation
in (6.7) then follows from (D.14) and (D.15). The right hand side of the second equation equals
M (t) = E[e?tY], which is well-defined by Remark 6.4. Due to the Lévy property of Z;, we have
that M(t + s) = M(t)M(s). Hence M(t) = exp(tM(0)) where M(0) = 9Ze*¢|,_y = G. This
proves (6.7).

It remains to verify that )Z't is a jump-diffusion with respect to %, and that its extended
generator is 4. By ( , Theorem 11.2.42) it suffices to prove that the process

M = f(Xy) —f(f(o)—/o G f(Xy)ds

is well-defined and a local martingale for every f € Cp° (R%). We do this in three steps.

First, Phillips’ theorem ( , , Theorem 32.1) shows that p;(z, dy) given in (6.2) is a Feller
transition kernel and the domain of its generator contains CS°(FE) on which it coincides with the
operator

Zf(x) = b7 f(x) + /O N [ 5w = et dn? (). (D.18)

Here, the integral with respect to vZ(d¢) is understood as the Bochner integral of the Co(E)-
valued map ¢ — u¢, where uc(z) = [, (f(y) — f(z)) pc(z, dy); see ( , comment after
Theorem 32.1). In particular, when evaluated at a point x € E, this integral coincides with the
Lebesgue integral with respect to vZ(d¢) of the R-valued function ¢ I (f(y) = f(2)) pe(x, dy),
which is thus well defined and finite. In view of Remark 6.3 therefore (D.16), and thus (D.14), also
hold for all f € C°(E). We conclude that

Gf(x) =% f(x) on E for all f € CP(E). (D.19)

Second, an argument based on ( , Proposition I11.1.4) shows that X; is
a Markov process with respect to its natural filtration % = 0(X,,s < t) with transition ker-
nel py(z,dy). Because of the Feller property this also holds with respect to the usual right-
continuous augmentation % of @ , see ( , Proposition I111.2.10). Therefore,
by ( , Proposition VII.1.6) and (D.19), it follows that Mtf is a martingale for
every f € C(R%).

Third, let f € C°(R?). In view of (D.17) and Lemma D.7, & f(x) is locally bounded on E,
whence the process Mtf is well-defined. Furthermore, Lemma D.8 yields a sequence of functions
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fn € C°(R?) such that f, — f and 9 fn— 9 f locally uniformly on E. Therefore, defining the
stopping times T}, = inf{t > 0: || X;|| > m}, we have

M = M | < F(Xinrn) = Fa(Xint,) — F(Xo) + fu(Xo)| +t  max |G f(z) — G fulz)|.

zEE, [lz]|<m

The right-hand side is bounded and converges to zero as n — oo, which yields Mt];’\le — MtJ;\Tm

in L'. Since each Mtf " is a martingale, it follows that Mtf is a local martingale, as required. This
finishes the proof of Theorem 6.1.
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