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Abstract

The paper studies a class of multidimensional optimal stopping problems with infinite horizon
for linear switching diffusions. There are two main novelties in the optimal problems considered:
the underlying stochastic process has discontinuous paths and the cost function is not necessarily
integrable on the entire time horizon, where the latter is often a key assumption in classical
optimal stopping theory for diffusions, cf. [22, Corollary 2.9]. Under relatively mild conditions,
we show, for the class of multidimensional optimal stopping problems under consideration, that
the first entry time of the stopping region is an optimal stopping time. Further, we prove that
the corresponding optimal stopping boundaries can be represented as the unique solution to a
nonlinear integral equation. We conclude with an application of our results to the problem of
quickest real-time detection of a Markovian drift.
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1 Introduction

Given a complete probability space (€2, F,P), we consider a system of linear stochastic differential
equations with dynamics given by

2
(1.1) dX} = (ai(at) + Z bij(at)Xg)dt + o'(ay) XidW] for i = 1,2,
j=1

where « is a two-state Markov chain with state space M := {1,2}) and W = (W' W?2) is a two-
dimensional standard Brownian motion. The coefficients a*(-),b%(-),0%(-) : {1,2} + (—o0,0) are
appropriate mappings such that the solution process X is non-negative (see Assumption in
Section . It is well known that equation admits a unique solution X and that the couple
(a, X) is a strong Markov process (see, for example, [24]).

The solution process X of coupled with the Markov chain « is generally referred to as a
regime switching diffusion The primary motivation for the introduction of the Markov chain « is

*Department of Statistics, Rice University, Houston, 77005. Email: philip.ernst@rice.edu
"Department of Statistics, Rice University, Houston, 77005. Email: hongwei.mei@rice.edu



to model the effect of uncertain discrete events on the underlying stochastic system (for example,
the transition from a bull market to a bear market during a financial crisis). For more general
properties and applications of regime switching diffusions, we refer the reader to [24].

The key optimal stopping problem we shall consider in the present paper is

-
(1.2) V(e,x) = infE / e~ Jo Mewds (. XVt
0

where the infimum is taken over all stopping times 74, x of (e, X') for some appropriate discounting
factor function A(-) : N+ (0, 00) and for a running cost function H : N x [0, 00)? +— (—o0, 00). The
key mathematical difficulties in solving this optimal stopping problem are that the paths of («, X)
are not continuous and that the cost functional (appearing on the right-hand side of equation )
may not be integrable on time horizon [0, 00). For general background on the theory of optimal
stopping for diffusions, we refer the reader to [22] and to the references therein.

In the one-dimensional optimal stopping literature (see, for example, [15, 19} 25] 26]), one usually
identifies the value function and the stopping region explicitly by finding a closed form solution to a
one-dimensional free-boundary ordinary differential equation (ODE). For multidimensional optimal
stopping problems, it is nearly impossible to find a closed form solution for the free-boundary partial
differential equation (PDE) in most cases. In these cases, one may resort to excessive functions,
Green kernel representations, and/or solutions to Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman (HJB) equations (see
[3, 5] 6, [7, 17, [18]). A key drawback of these characterizations of the value function is that they do
not provide an exact optimal stopping policy. In models with switching, the continuation region
and the stopping region are divided into several layers according to the state of the Markov chain
and finding the explicit solution to an optimal stopping problem is not generally straightforward,
even when working with one-dimensional free-boundary ODEs. This is because the continuation
regions differ by layers, leading to the so-called ‘transition region’ (i.e. the set of points belonging
to the continuation region in one layer and belonging to the stopping region in another layer).

Unlike the aforementioned works, this paper considers a multidimensional optimal stopping
problem for a diffusion under a random switching environment. As previously mentioned, the key
mathematical difficulties in finding the optimal stopping policy are: (i) the paths of (a, X) are
not continuous and (ii) the cost functional (appearing in the right-hand side in (1.2])) may not be
integrable on time horizon [0,00). It is the second difficulty which shall disable our use of a key
tool in classical optimal stopping theory ([22, Corollary 2.9]), which requires uniform integrability
on the entire time horizon (cf. [22) (2.2.1)]). Despite these challenges, we succeed in giving a
nonlinear integral equation for the optimal stopping boundary and prove that the value function is
the solution of a free-boundary PDE. This allows us to represent the optimal stopping boundary
as a unique solution to a nonlinear integral equation. One key difficulty we shall encounter is that
Peskir’s change-of-variable formula of local time on surfaces in [20] cannot be employed due to the
presence of the Markov chain. This necessitates our development of a generalized 1t6’s formula for
the value function acting on the switching diffusion even though the function is not second-order
continuously differentiable.

The remainder of this work is organized as follows. In Section [2| we introduce necessary pre-
liminaries regarding the paper’s key optimal stopping problem of interest given in equation .
Section [3] discusses the optimal stopping boundary and its properties. Section [4] presents the corre-
sponding free-boundary PDE. Section |5| provides the nonlinear integral equation needed to identify



the optimal stopping boundary. Section [6] concludes the paper by applying the paper’s results to
a problem of quickest real-time detection of a Markovian drift. An analogous quickest real-time
detection problem for a Brownian coordinate drift but without the incorporation of switching en-
vironments was solved in [I3] for the one-dimensional case and in [I1] for the multidimensional
case.

2 Preliminaries

This section introduces necessary preliminaries. Recall that 7, x is the collection of all possi-
ble stopping times of («, X)) with respect to the natural filtration augmented with all P-null sets
(F={F:t>0}). Since (o, X) is a Lévy process, F is right-continuous and the first entry time of
a closed set is a stopping time if it is finite almost surely (cf. [I, p.72]). We recall the key optimal
stopping problem under consideration disclosed in Section

Optimal stopping problem (OSP): We wish to find a stopping time 7, € 7, x such that
(2.1) V(,z) = Ew/ e~ Jo Me)ds i (o, X,)dt = inf Ew/ e~ Jo Mads frq, X)) dt,
0 7€ o, x 0

subject to
(2.2) dXi = (al(ozt) +3 bw(at)xg)dt + o' (o) XidW} for i = 1,2.
j=1

We assume that the generator of the continuous-time Markov Chain is @ = (q,;)2x2, i.e. for ¢ # j,
> jem 4y = 0 and g,; > 0 ([24, Section 1.4]). Further, we shall assume that Assumption 2.1{ below
holds throughout the sequel.

Assumption 2.1. For each 1 € M, and for i = 1,2, we have that \(t) > 0, a’(t) > 0 and
o'(1) # 0. Further, for each o € M and for i # j, b (1) > 0.

Standard results for stochastic differential equations imply that under Assumption [2.1], equation
admits a unique solution X = (X!, X?) in [0,00)? for any non-negative initial state. Note
that the regime switching diffusion («, X) is a homogeneous strong Markov process. Let X (1, z) =
(X' (s, ), X?(1,)) denote the solution of with initial values (ag, Xo) = (¢,x). For all initial
values (1,x) € M x (0,00)?, the solution process X stays positive with probability 1, i.e. for ¢ > 0,

P2 (X: € (0,00)%) = 1.
For each « € M, the following comparison principle ([12]) holds:
(2.3) If 1 <1 and z9 < ypo, XZ(L,.T) < XZ(L, Y).

Further, the infinitesimal generator IL of («, X) is non-degenerate on (0, 00)? and has the following
form for any f(:,-) € €2((0,00)?) (cf. (2.4) in [24])

2

2
(24) Lf(r,x) = Z (ai(b) + Zbij(b)x]’)&f(b,x) + % Z(ai(b)a:i)28i¢f(b,x) + Z 9, f (9, ).

=1 j=1 i=1 JEM



Therefore, (a, X) is strong Feller and admits a transition density p;(¢, z;7,y) on M x (0,00)? as
follows

Poa(aw =, Xy € dy) = pi(e, 55, y)dy.
In the sequel, we shall also assume that Assumption below holds.

Assumption 2.2. For each € M, H(t,-) is concave on [0,00)?, locally Lipschitz up to the

2

boundary of [0,00)%, and is increasing with respect to each variable. Moreover

lim H(¢,(2,0)) = lim H(t,(0,z2)) = oo.

Z—00 Z—r00

Under Assumption H is bounded from below and therefore the value function in ([2.1f) is well-
defined. Note that (2.1)) is Lagrangian formulated ([13]).
We now pause to introduce some necessary notation for future use

H = Llen]\f/'[H(L, (0,0)), A:= Llen]& A(t), and a':= Llenj\f4a (1).

Without loss of generality, we may assume that H < 0. Otherwise, 7 = 0 is always optimal for the
optimal stopping problem in (2.1]) and the problem is trivial. Under Assumption the inequality

(2.5) Ew/ e~ Jo Mewds fr (o, X,Vdt < oo,
0

does not necessarily hold. It is important to note that the inequality in (2.5 is analogous to
Assumption [22], (2.2.1)], which is needed for [22, Corollary 2.9] to hold.

In the sequel, we shall denote by 7p the first entry time to the set D for the stochastic process
(o, X), i.e.

(2.6) o = inf{t > 0: (a(t), X(t)) € D},

where by definition inf ) = co. We shall further assume throughout that Assumption below
holds.

Assumption 2.3. Fori = 1,2, the solution of )N(tZ to
dX; = (a'(ay) + 0" (o) X} )dt + o () X AW}

is recurrent to (c,00) for any ¢ > 0.

Proposition [2.5] which we shall present at the conclusion of this section, shall show that Assumption
may be easily verified.



2.1 One-dimensional optimal stopping problems

We now introduce a one-dimensional optimal stopping problem which shall prove useful for later
study. For any positive real number N, we consider the one-dimensional optimal stopping problem

(2.7) V(1 2) = infE, . / e~ JoMawds N (o, (X1 0))dt,
T 0

where

(2.8) HY (1, 2) = min(H (¢, z), N)

and where X! solves the stochastic differential equation
dX} = (a*(ar) + 0" (o) XP)dt + o () X} W,

By the comparison principle in , we have, for all ¢t > 0, that if )Z'(% = X& then )N(tl < X}. The
optimal stopping problem in is thus a special case of the optimal stopping problem in
when the second coordinate process is fixed at zero. We now consider the optimal stopping region
for VIV in Proposition below.

Proposition 2.4. Suppose Assumptions and [2.3 hold, and let N > 0 be large. Then
the following two statements hold:

(1) The optimal stopping region for VLN s {(t,2) € M x (0,00) : ‘71’N(L, z) = 0}.
(2) For the one-dimensional optimal stopping problem in (2.7, the optimal stopping region for

VLN has the form
{(1,2) € M x (0,00) : 2 > Z!},

where for o € M, T} are finite positive real numbers. Further, the first entry time of the stopping
region 1s finite almost surely.

Proof. (1) HY is bounded and (o, X) is a Feller process. This follows immediately from [5].

(2) Note X} (1, #1) is affine in z; and that HN (s, -,0) is concave increasing. Further, VN (s, ") is
also concave increasing on (0, 00). This suggests that for the optimal stopping boundaries {Z!},cs
that the stopping region for should be {(1,2) € M x (0,00) : z > Z!}. We also note that
#! is dependent on N and, for each « € M, &} is decreasing as N increases. That is, if z > z!,
VIN(4, 2) = 0; otherwise VIV (1, z) < 0. We now wish to show, for N > 0 (large) with N > N,
that Z! < oo for each « € M. We prove this by contradiction.

First, recall that for each ¢ € M, V1N (¢,-) is increasing, concave and continuous on [0, c0). For

the sake of contradiction, let us suppose that i% = o0. This means that
(2.9) VN (1, 2) < 0 for all z € [0, 00).

Let 7, denote the first entry time of the stopping region and let 71 := inf{¢t > 0: ay # 1} be the
first transition time of the Markov chain (which is independent of N and z). We thus have that
71 < 7, and

. T ~
VEN(1,2) > ELZ/ e~ Jo Mas)ds (HN(at, (X},0)) —g)dwrg/g.
0
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Note that the right-hand side is increasing in N and z. By Assumption the right-hand side
tends to oo when both N — oo and z — oo. Therefore we may take large Ny and zy such
that VNo(1,2) > 0. Then for large N with N > Ny, it follows that VN (1,2) > 0 for z > z,
contradicting . Thus, by contradiction, we conclude that 3 < co. One may similarly prove
that, for each « € M, ! < co. By Assumption (a, )Nfl) will enter the stopping region in finite
time. This completes the proof. 1

Of course, the above results for the one-dimensional optimal stopping problem in (2.7)) can be
employed when working with the one-dimensional optimal stopping problem

(210) ‘72’N(L, Z) = inf EL,Z / e fg A(aS)dSHN(O[t? (07 X)?))dt?
T 0

where X2 solves
dX} = (a*(az) + b% (o) XP)dt + 0 () X7 AW

The one-dimensional optimal stopping problems in (2.7)) and in (2.10]) shall prove helpful in our
later study of multidimensional optimal stopping problems. We conclude the present section by
showing, as promised earlier, that Assumption 2.3 may be easily verified.

Proposition 2.5. The following two statements hold.
(1) Assumption holds fori = 1,2 if for any ¢ > 0, there exists a twice continuously differentiable
function W, : M x (0, ¢c] — (—o0,00) such that lim,_,q+ We(1,2) = 00 and

(a’ (1) + 0" (1) 2)Wi(e, 2) + %(ai(L)z)2Wc”(L, z)+ Z quWe(2,2) <0
JEM

for (v,2) € M x (0,c).
(2) Assumption 2.3 holds if

(2.11) a'(:) > 0 and b™(-) > 0.

Proof. (1) The proof is identical to that of [24, Theorem 3.14].
(2) Consider 7, := inf{t > 0: X} > ¢}. Since X} never returns to 0, [t6’s formula yields that

Te AN
2 En Ky -0 2B [ al(a)dt 2 0B (A N)
0

We thus have that E, ;, (7. A N) < ¢/a'. Letting N — oo, we obtain

&
PL,Il(TC 2 N) S Nigl —>0

Thus P, 4, (7 < 00) =1 and Assumption holds. |



3 Optimal stopping boundary of the optimal stopping problem in
(2.1)

In this section, we will derive some helpful properties of the optimal stopping boundary for the
optimal stopping problem in (2.1)). Throughout the sequel, we shall again assume that Assumptions

and 23] hold.

The candidate continuation region C' and stopping region D for the optimal stopping problem
in (2.1)) are, respectively,

(3.1) C = {(L, z) € M x (0,00)%: V(1,2) < O},
and
(3.2) D = {(L,m) € M x (0,00)%: V(1,2) = 0}.

C and D are divided into different layers by the discrete states of the Markov chain. Let C, and
D, be the th layer of C and D, respectively. C, and D, are subsets of (0,00)? i.e.

(3.3) C, = {x € (0,00)2: V(1,2) < 0} and D, = {x € (0,00)%: V(1,2) = 0}.

Given the formulation of D in above, a natural question to ask is as follows: is 7p, the first
entry time of the stopping region D, the optimal stopping time for the optimal stopping problem
in (2.1)? We shall soon see that the answer will be ‘yes’, but the solution will be far from trivial
because Corollary 2.9 from [22] cannot be invoked since the inequality in does not hold. To
overcome this difficulty, a key idea we shall employ is to cut off the function H from above by a
positive constant N and then to let N — oo. We shall refer to this idea as an ‘approximation’
stopping problem.

3.1 Approximation method

To overcome the difficulties mentioned above, we turn to the so-called ‘approximation’ optimal

stopping problem in (3.4) below.
Optimal Stopping Problem (OSP)-N: We wish to find a stopping time 7, € 7, x such that

(34) VN(,z) =E,, / e~ o Meds N (o, X )dt = inf E,, / e~ Jo Madds N (o, X,)dt,
0

T€Ta,x 0

where H™ (1, z) has been defined in (2.8) above. Since H" is bounded and («, X) is a Feller process,
Proposition [3.1| below immediately follows from [I§].

Proposition 3.1. V'V is continuous and is the unique viscosity solution to the following HJB
equation

(3.5) min(Lw — Mw + HY, —w) = 0,

where w : M x (0,00)% — R.



We now let N — oo for the optimal stopping problem in . Let Ay := fo as)ds and
cN o= {(L,:L‘) VN ) < 0}, cN = {(L, x): VN(L,:E) < —5},
DN .= {(1,, z): VN, x) > 0}, DN .= {(L,x) VN () > —5}.

Since V¥ is continuous, CV and C are open sets and D™V and DY are closed sets. Moreover, DY
is increasing as N increases and is decreasing as € decreases. We now proceed with some necessary
results on the finiteness of the first entry time into the stopping region DV .

Lemma 3.2. The first entry time Tpn of DN is finite almost surely. Therefore Tp and TpN
are finite almost surely.

Proof. By the monotonicity of H, we have V > VIV > VLN , where VLN has been defined in (12.7).
This means that
D > DN o {(1,z1,29) € M x (0,00)? : 21 > Z}}.

By Proposition Tpn~ is finite almost surely. Noting that TpN,TD < Tpn, the proof is now
complete. 1

3.2 The optimal stopping region for the optimal stopping problem in ({2.1])

The purpose of this section is to present the optimal stopping region for the optimal stopping
problem in (2.1) by letting N — oo for the optimal stopping problem in (3.4). We begin with
Lemma below, which assures that the first entry time is optimal for the optimal stopping

problem in (2.1)).

Lemma 3.3. If there exists a Ny > 0 such that Tpn, is finite almost surely with
TN,
(3.6) EL@/ o e M| H (ay, Xp)|dt < oo for any (1,x) € M x (0,00)2,
0

then Tp is the optimal stopping time of the optimal stopping problem in (2.1)), provided that 0D is
Green’s reqular.

Proof. Immediately, we see that DY C Dév . Thus, with probability 1, TpN < Tpw. Let 7; denote
the first exit time of (o, X) from the set M x (1/4,7)?. Further, note that C% is an open subset of
CN and that the closure of C’év is a subset of C. Employing Snell’s envelope (cf. [22, Theorem
2.4]), we see that the following process is a martingale

—Atnr
t/\TJ /\TDN

tAT; N\T N
vy X T e MY (0, X)d
€ € (at/\Tj/\TDNa t/\Tj/\TDN)+ € (Oés, S) S.
1> 1>
0

We proceed to calculate
(3.7)

N t/\TJ /\TDN —A N *At/\‘rj/\r N N
V (L,ZE = ELm[ *H (asaXs)dS +e bV (at/\Tj/\TDN,vXt/\Tj/\TDN )]
e e

T]/\TDN —Ag N 7A7'j/\7'DN N
- EL#’: H (O[S7X5)d5+€ € V (aTj/\TDN7XTj/\TDN)
0 e e
TpN N ~Ar NN
o EL’Z, SH Oés, XS)dS te bev (aTDN ’ XTDN )}
0 & &
r
> EL,x / - _ASHN Oés,Xs)dS — &,
0




where in the second line of the above display we have let ¢ — co and have invoked the fact that VIV
is continuous and bounded. Further, in the third line of the above display, we have (i) let j — oo
and recalled that for N > Ny, Tpy < Tpn s finite almost surely (Proposition (i) applied
monotone convergence and (iii) employed the fact that DY is closed.

Provided (3.6 holds, it follows by (3.7]) that

N

Vi,z) >VN,z)> Ew[/ e e MHN (g, Xp)dt| — €
0
(3.8) THN
>V(,z)—e— Eb,x/ “ e M HEN (0, X)) — H(oy, X,)|dt.
0

Sequentially letting N — oo and € — 0", dominated convergence yields that

THhN
(3.9) V(i,z) = lim VN(,z) = lim lim E,, / P e H (ay, X4 dt.
0

N—oo e—0t N—>oo

Further, it is useful to note that

UDY = {vN = -} c{Vv=-c} =D,
N N

and

UDY = vV =-e}>{v=0}=D.
N N

Recall that (a, X) has right-continuous paths with left-limits ([24, Proposition 2.4]). By Theo-
rem 4 in [4, Section 2.4], we have that

™D
V(L,.TU) = EL,(E/ e_AtH(atth)dt
0

i.e. 7p is the optimal stopping time. This concludes the proof. 1

Lemma may be considered an extension of [22, Corollary 2.9] in the setting where (i) the
cost functional is not necessarily integrable on the entire time horizon and (ii) the underlying
stochastic process does not have continuous paths. This extension enables us to work with a larger
class of multidimensional optimal stopping problems. Before continuing to discuss properties of the
stopping and continuation regions in Section [3.3] we pause to offer some remarks below.

Remark 3.4. (1) Since H is bounded from below, (3.6)) is equivalent to
TpNo
EL’I/ e MH(ay, Xy)dt < oo
0

for any (1,2) € M x (0,00)2. Further, we have that DV C D C D.. This means that we do not
require uniform integrability on the interval (0,00). Rather, we only require uniform integrability

on a (random) subinterval (0, 7~ ).
(2) If A\() > 0 and H is bounded on C™Vo, then (3.6]) holds. We will see this in the next section.



3.3 Properties of the stopping and continuation regions

This section considers properties of the stopping regions D and continuation regions C'. The key
result of this section is Theorem We first turn to a few preparatory lemmas and propositions

required for the proof of this theorem.

Lemma 3.5. For each v € M, V(i,z) is increasing in x. Moreover V(i,-) is concave and
continuous on (0,00)%. The same results also hold for VN,

Proof. Let us fix a value of « € M. Invoking the comparison principle in , we see that V (¢, x)
is increasing in x since H(t,z) is also increasing in z. Note that X, is affine with respect to x
and that, for each « € M, V(1) is concave. Consequently V(i,-) is continuous on (0,00)2. The
aforementioned results also hold for V'V because H" is concave. This completes the proof. 1

We now proceed to define

b,(x1) := inf {xg >0:V(,z1,22) = 0}.

The curve Sy, gives the optimal stopping boundary on the tth layer. One may similarly define b
as the optimal stopping boundary for SY. We now prove in Lemma below that the optimal

stopping time 7p given in ([2.6) is finite.

Lemma 3.6. For each 1 € M, when N > Ny, and for any z > 0, we have that b,(z) < bl¥ (2) <
o0. Moreover,
PL,:E(TD < OO) =1

for all (1,7) € M x (0,00)2.

Proof. Since b, is decreasing, it suffices to prove that " (07) < co. By Proposition for N > Ny,
we have that V1V (1, 2,0) = 0 for z > #!. Therefore, for z > z!,

V(1 2,0) = inf EL7Z70/ e o Mos)ds TN (o, (X[, X7))dt
T 0

> infEL,Z/ e~ JoMads N (o, (XL 0))dt = VIV (1, 2) = 0.
T 0

Thus
N (z) <Y (07) <z

Let us now define the two stopping times

Ti=inf{t>0: X} > supz!} and 7, :=inf{t > 0: X! > sup z}.
teM LeM

Clearly, if X& = )N(&, the following inequality for the first entry time
TpN < T < TF,
holds with probability 1. By Assumption 7% < oo with probability 1, completing the proof. 1

We now present some further properties of the value function and of the optimal stopping
boundary.
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Proposition 3.7. For each « € M, the following four statements hold:
(1) b,(+) is decreasing, convezr and continuous on (0,00), with b,(0") < cc.

(2) For any z € [0,00), H(¢,(2,b0,(2))) >0 .
(3) If (z1,22) € D,, and if &1 > x1 and Ty > x2, then (T1,%2) € D.
(4) For z > 72, b,(z) = 0.

Proof. (1) Since V(¢,-) is concave, b,(-) is convex. By monotonicity of V(¢,-), b,(-) is decreasing.
Since convex functions are continuous on open sets, b,(-) is continuous on (0, 00). The boundedness
of b, follows from the proof of Lemma [3.2]

(2) For any = such that H(t,x) <0, it is clear that instantaneous stopping is not optimal; this
is because, for a given x, we have that V (¢, z) < 0. Therefore, for any z € [0,00), H(¢,2,b,(2)) > 0.

(3) This immediately follows from the monotonicity of V (¢, ).

(4) This immediately follows from Lemma 1

We now present this section’s key result regarding the optimal stopping and continuation re-

gions.

Theorem 3.8. The set C' is the optimal continuation region and D is the optimal stopping
region for the optimal stopping problem in (2.1)). Moreover, Tp as given in (2.6 is an optimal
stopping time for the optimal stopping problem in (2.1)), i.e.

D
(3.10) V(,2) =E, . / e~ Jo M F (o, X,)dt.
0

Proof. By Proposition C™No is a bounded region for some Ny > 0. Then (3.6) immediately
holds since H (v, X;) is bounded by the first entry time 7,~, of DN0. The desired result then holds
by Lemma (3.3 1

3.4 Regularity of V

The aim of this section is to prove the regularity of V' from the representation given in .
As we mentioned in the introductory section, since the continuation regions in different layers will
be different, there exist so-called transition regions on each layer. For example, consider the set
C1N Doy, where we recall the definitions for C, and D, given in . Assuming that it is not empty,
it is a transition region on the first layer. This is because when (ay, X;) € {1} x (Cy N Dy), the
process may jump into the stopping region on the second layer, i.e. in a sufficiently small time
interval such that X; does not exit Dy). For the sake of completeness, we pause to emphasize that
the regularity results in [I0] concerning a Dirichlet problem with the same boundaries in different
layers cannot be applied in the present setting, as in our problem the boundaries are not the same
in different layers.

We proceed with some necessary notation. Let €*(U) be the set of k-th continuously differen-
tiable functions in the domain U. Let the Sobolev space #*P(U) be the set of functions with weak
derivatives up to order k having finite L? norm. When k = 2 and p = oo, f € #>*((1/K, K)?)
for any K > 1 if and only if Df is locally Lipschitz in (0,00)%. We now turn to Lemma below.
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Lemma 3.9. For each 1 € M, V(1,-) € €> (CL) and V' solves the following partial differential
equation in the ‘classical sense’ (i.e. V is second order differentiable and the derivatives satisfy
(3.11)); for reference, see Chapter 2 and Chapter 4 in [1)]):

(3.11) LV (t,z) — X)V(e,x) = —H(¢,z) for (v,x) € C.

Proof. Recall that the value function admits the following representation
TD t
V([,,(I?) = EL@(\/ effo )\(as)dsH(Oét,Xt)dt>.
0

Let 71 be defined as the first jump time of a and let 72 be given by 7o = inf{t > 0: X; € D,}.
Under the measure P, ;, we immediately have that m A 79 < 7p. Employing the strong Markov
property of (a, X), it follows that (cf. (2.9) in [24])

(3.12)

T1INAT2 AT
Ve, z) = EL,m(/ e o Mes)ds B (o, Xy )dt 4 e~ ot )‘(O‘S)dSV(aTlATQ,XTlATZ)> =: My + M.
0

We now turn our investigation to the regularity of V'(¢,-) inside C,. Recall that 7| is exponen-
tially distributed with parameter —g,,. Continuing from ([3.12)) above, we calculate

M, = Em/ / —que® e O H (g, X)I(0 < t < s)dtds

(3.13)

E/ @AM (o (X!, XE2))dt,
0

T2 7

where X = ()? Le, X 2.4) is the solution of the following system of stochastic differential equations
dX;" = <a’(L) + Z b”(L)XtL’J)dt + o' ()X, dW] for i = 1,2,
=1

and 7 = inf{t > 0: (X' X% 2) ¢ D,}. We also obtain that

T2 )

My = EL z€ fo )\(as)dsv<aT17XTl)I(72 > Tl) + E, 906 fo (o dSV(O‘TgaXTz)I(TQ < Tl)

=E / > e AV (), Ko KEYI(7 2 5)ds + B (@ NV, X))
(3.14) o

= EL.Z’/ Zq e qLL )\ SV(], X‘;?luj\(/;’Z)dS + EL,Z‘ (G(QLL*A( ))TZV(L X7L_21,XL 2))
JFL

It then follows from (3.13) and (3.14) that for any = € C,,

T2
V(,7) = Epa / e A (1, (X!, X2)) + 3 0,V (0, X5 X22) ) at
(3.15) 0 p

+Eb,z( @A)y, X! XLQ))

T2 7

Invoking the ellipticity of the infinitesimal generator of ()? Ll X “2) and the local Lipschitz continuity
of V(3,-) and H(y,-) (which holds by concavity), by [14, Lemma 6.17], we have that V(¢,-) €
W3°°(C,). That is, D?*V (1, ) is locally Lipschitz in C,. Moreover, V solves in the classical
sense. This concludes the proof. ]
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Remark 3.10. Given I is an elliptic operator and that f is only assumed to be continuous,
it is well known that the solution u to the elliptic partial differential equation Lu(z) = f(z) may
not be twice continuously differentiable. This means that if V' is only assumed continuous, classical
ellipticity theory does not guarantee that from we will have that V(¢,-) € €%(C,). Thus
highlights the critical importance of the concavity of V (¢, -) in this setting.

We now verify in Lemma below that the principle of smooth fit holds for the value function
at the optimal stopping boundary. That is, we prove that for each . € M, V (1,-) € €1 ((O, )?).

Lemma 3.11. For each . € M, V(i,-) € €*((0,00)?).

Proof. First, we see that the optimal stopping boundary is probabilistically regular (see [8]) by
noting that, for zo = b,(x1),
lim inf Pw((at,Xt) € D) > liminf Pb7x<(at,Xt) € D, « does not jump between [0,75])

t—0+ t—0t

(3.16)

- - 1
= lim inf 6qll!]tP(XtL71 > Z, XtL72 > x?) =—-> 0)
t—0+ 4

where in the second line we have employed statement (3) in Proposition By Blumenthal’s 0-1

law,

lim inf Pb,w((at,Xt) € D) =1.

t—0t
It is evident that («, X) is a strong Feller process ([24]). The optimal stopping boundary is Green’s
regular (JL6, 21]) in the sense that

(3.17) ' > 0aszeC =T ES.

To complete the proof, we need to invoke the principle of smooth fit. Arguments (a) and (b)
below prove that the principle of smooth fit holds in the present setting.

(a) Since V(¢,x) = 0 for x9 > b,(x1) and V (¢, z) is increasing, it follows that
V(t,z1,b,(x2) + h) — V(t,21,b,(z2)) - V(e,21,b,(x2) —h) — V (¢, 21, bL(azg))'

=0<I
_ﬁw —h

3.18) i

(319 i h
(b) Since the boundary is Green’s regular, note that by (3.17) that as h — 07, Tgxl’bL(zl)fh — 0.

It then follows that

(3.19)

lim V(t,x1,b,(x1) — h) — V (¢, 21,b,(21))
h10 —h

v,x1,b(z1)—h
1 D
=lim —E e~ Jo Mes)ds I (o, Xy (1, @1, by (21) — h))dt
RO —h  Jo
Tgxl’bL(xl)_h

o Maw)ds H (o, Xi (1, 1, b(21))) — H (o, XL, 21, b(21) — h))
h

< limE {
an 0

<0,

at]

where in the second to last line we have used the fact that H(t,-) is locally Lipschitz and that
as h — 0T, Tgml’b‘(xl)_h — 0. From and (3.19), we see that V/(¢,-) is differentiable at the
stopping boundary Sj, . Since V/(t,-) is concave, we have that V(c,-) € €*((0,00)?) since concave
differentiable functions are continuously differentiable on open sets (cf. |2, Theorem 2.2.2]). This
concludes the proof. ]
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Remark 3.12. One may similarly prove that both of the boundaries of DY and Uy DY are
probabilistically regular by invoking monotonicity of the boundaries.

Given that the principle of smooth fit holds for V', we can derive a refined regularity of V' (¢, -)
on the whole coordinate plane. We do so in Proposition below.

Proposition 3.13. For any K > 1, we have that V(i,-) € #*>((1/K, K)?).

Proof. Note that V(1,-) € €*(C,) N€*((0,00)?). Since V (¢,-) is concave, we have on C, that

Therefore, 911V < 0 and 022V < 0, and
(3.20) 011V 02V — (012V)? > 0

Further, on C,,

—H(t,z) =LV (t,z) — A1)V (1, x)

2
1) = ;%v —~AV)V (e, )

2

2
+3 (a0 ; B9 (0)e; )V (1) + 5 (0 (1)) 0V (1),

=1 i=1

When x converges to some point on the optimal stopping boundary in (1/K, K)?, both 811V and
02V are bounded in (1/K, K)?>NC,. By , 012V is bounded in (1/K, K)?NC,. Combining this
with the fact that V(i,-) € €*((0,00)?) yields that 91V (s, -) and 92V (¢, -) are uniformly Lipschitz
in (1/K,K)? ie. V(i,-) € #*>((1/K,K)?). |

4 Free-boundary problem

Provided that 9[0,00)? is the natural boundary for X, we expect V to be the solution to the
following free-boundary problem

(4.1) { Lw(r,x) — AMe)w(e,v) = —H(t,z) for (1,z) € U;

w=0onU% Ow=0ddw=0on9U.

We aim to solve the above free-boundary problem in by finding a couple (w,U) such
that w(t, ) € €*((0,00)?) N €*(U) and such that (4.1) holds in the classical sense as described as
Lemma 9 above. Theorem [4.1| below connects the value function of our optimal stopping problem
in with the solution of the free-boundary problem. It is important to note that the first
boundary condition in the second line of cannot be replaced by ‘w = 0 on OU’ because of the
aforementioned transition regions associated with the discrete states of the Markov chain.
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Theorem 4.1. As before, we suppose that Assumptions and hold. The value
function V' together with the optimal continuation region C' is the classical solution of the free-
boundary problem in . Restricting OC' to be in the ‘admissible class’ (the definition to be given
n Theorem of the free-boundary problem, the solution of 1S unique.

Proof. (1) By Lemma|3.9/and Lemma V verifies the differential equation in the classical sense
on the region C. It also satisfies the boundary conditions in .

(2) In the next section, we will see that the optimal stopping boundary 9C' is unique if restricted
to the ‘admissible’ class. The reason is that the optimal stopping boundary solves a nonlinear
integral equation which has a unique solution in the ‘admissible’ class. Provided that the stopping
boundary 0C' is unique, uniqueness holds by applying It6’s formula. This completes the proof. 1

5 Nonlinear integral equation

In this section, we will show that the optimal stopping boundaries can be characterized as a
unique solution to a coupled system of nonlinear integral equations. We first recall that (a, X) is
a homogeneous strong Feller process if the initial value is in M x (0,00)2. Let p;(¢,z;7,9) be its
transition density, i.e.

Poo(ar =3, Xy € dy) = pe(v, 259, y)dy.

We now present the main theorem of this paper.

Theorem 5.1. Suppose A(-) = Ao > 0 is a constant and that Assumptz'ons and hold.
The optimal stopping boundary {b,},cnr is the unique solution to the following nonlinear integral
equation

b](yl
(5.1) / / / (¢, 21,b(21); 7,91, ¥2) H (9, y)dyady1dt = 0
JEM

for any x1 € (0,00) in the ‘admissible’ class, where the ‘admissible’ class consists of all possible
bounded continuous functions such that H(t,z,b,(z)) > 0 for any (¢,z) € M x (0,00). Moreover
the value function has the following representation

(5.2) (1, 2) / / /bj . (1,232, 9) H (3, y)dyadyr dt.

JEM

Proof. We first recall the necessary results on regularity for V' in Section For K > 1, we have
that

(5.3) V(") € €*(C) NE" ((—00,00)?) N #>>((1/K, K)?).
Let the function ‘Dis’ be defined as

Dis(x, S) := inf |z — Z|.
zesS

15



For a given § > 0, let

K = {x € (1/K,K)2NC, : Dis(z,dC,) > 5}

(5.4) DKS . {m e (1/K,K)? N D, : Dis(z,9C,) > 5}
Ef = (1/K,K)* n (CK° U D).

For sufficiently small ¢ > 0, let J.(x) = e 2J(x/e) be a mollifier, i.e. a non-negative function
J € €% ((—o0,00)?) supported on (—1,1)* with [*_ [* J(x)dz = 1. Further, for z € (1/K, K)?,
let

Ve(,z) = s J()V (L, — y)dy.

We shall use the notation * to represent the convolution operator. Since V (¢,-) € € ((—oo, 00)2),
DVe(1,x) = J. * DV (1,2) for € (1/K, K)? when ¢ < 1/K. We also know that V¢(s,-) € €2(C,)
and that for z € CX ° the following equality holds when ¢ < 1/K and £ < §

D*Ve(1,z) = J. x D*V (1, 2).

We now document the following four facts for V¢ when both ¢ < 1/K and € < §. All of these
facts easily follow from the €°° properties of mollifiers.

(Factl) Since V(i,-) € €*((0,00)?), VE(1,-) is €' in (1/K, K)? up to the boundary, i.e. V(") €
¢*([1/K, K]?). Moreover, V*(¢,-) converges to V (¢, -) uniformly on [1/K, K]*.

(Fact2) Since J € €°°((0,00)?), VE(¢,) € € ((1/K, K)?).

(Fact3) Since, for any K > 1, V(i,-) € #**((1/K, K)?), the second order derivatives of V(i,-)
are bounded on (1/K, K)? by a constant independent of ¢ for & in (0,d). This can be seen
from the fact that the Lipschitz constant of DV(s,-) is bounded by the Lipschitz constant
of DV (1,-) on (1/K, K)?.

(Fact4) For any § > 0, since V(¢,-) = 0 on D,, for ¢ sufficiently small, V*(¢,-) = 0 on DX, Note
that V(1,-) € €%(C,) and 81,V (1,-), 022V (1, ) are bounded on CX* (a bounded subset of C,
with compact closure). Therefore, 911V(¢,-) and dpV=(s,-) converge uniformly on C;* % to
0V (e, -) and 022V (¢, ), respectively.

Let us now define
phe =t Ainf{s > 0: (as, Xs) ¢ M x (1/K, K)?}.
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By (Factl) and (Fact2), and employing It6’s formula for V¢ (ay, X;), we have that

EL,:Be_)\Op% Vg(ap%7Xp’}() - VE(Lv l’)
P
—E,, / e_’\OS(JLVa(aS,XS) — AOVE(aS,XS))ds
0
t

Pr
= Eb,x/ e~ 08 (LVE(QS;XS) _ )\OVE(OZS,XS)
0
—[LV(as, X;) — /\OV(as,XS)D[(XS € CK9)ds

ot
/ F NIV (a, X,) — AoVE(as, X)) ((Xs) € EX?)ds
0

+E, o

)

ol
/ NSV (e, X) — AoV (0, X)) [1(X, € C9) — 1(x, € )] ds
0
t

P
YE.. / NIV (a0, X,) — AoV (s, X)) (X, € CF )ds
0

K757 I K767 K7§7 K
=: M7+ My + M3U™ + My*.
Sending € — 07, it follows by (Fact4) that

(5.6) lim |M{%%¢) = 0.

e—0t

By (Fact3), for some K > 0 independent of ¢,

t

PK
lim lim \MK’6’£| <K lim E,, I(X, € E'K"s)ds
+ + 172 + 7 Gs
(5.7) 0—0T e—0 6—0 0
' K,§
< K lim E,.l(Xs € E,; " )ds=0.
- 6—1>0+ 0o " ( s as ) s

Similarly, it follows that

(5.8) lim lim [MZ%| = 0.

6—0t e—0+

Displays (5.5)—(5.8]), together with (Factl), enable us to conclude that

Eb’ze_)‘op%’V(ozpr,Xp%) - V()
t
=E /pK e MLV (g, Xs) — AV (s, X N (X € C'K)ds
s 0 ) S Sy S S Qs
t

PK
= —EL@/ e_’\osH(ozs,XS)I(XS c Coli)ds.
0
We now let K — oo and t — oo. Since V' is bounded, dominated convergence yields that
[e.e]
(5.9) V(,z)=E, 4 / e M H oy, Xi)I(X¢ € Co, )dt.
0

This is equivalent to (5.2]) by the definition of C in ({3.1)).
Note that V = 0 on 0C; further, (5.1 holds directly from the fact that V' = 0 on the optimal
stopping boundary. To show that {b,},cs is a unique solution to the equation (5.1 in the specified
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class of functions, one can adopt the four-step procedure from the proof of uniqueness given in [9,
Theorem 4.1]. Given that the present setting creates no additional difficulties we will omit further
details of this verification. This completes the proof. 1

We now disclose the solution to the optimal stopping problem in (2.1)), which follows directly
as a corollary of Theorem above.

Corollary 5.2. Under Assumptions and and A(-) = Ao, the optimal stopping time
for the optimal stopping problem in (2.1)) is given by

7. = inf {t >0: X2 > bat(th)},
where {b,},enr is the unique solution to (5.1) in the admissible class as defined in Theorem .

We conclude this section by offering a graphical illustration of Corollary[5.2)in Figure 1 below. In
this figure, the continuation region and stopping region have two layers and the blue line represents
the optimal stopping boundary. The red line represents a possible path of (a, X) which, at a given
time, jumps from the second layer to the first layer. The optimal stopping time 7 is the first entry
time of (a, X) into the region D at some point on the optimal stopping boundary in the first layer.

X2

X2

Figure 1: The optimal stopping time 7. is the first entry time of (o, X) into D at some point on
the optimal stopping boundary in the first layer.

6 Quickest real-time detection of a Markovian drift

In this section, we apply this paper’s results to a quickest detection problem of a Brownian coor-
dinate drift that was solved in the one-dimensional case in [I3] and solved in the multidimensional
case in [II], but now with random switching environments incorporated. Let o = {cy : t > 0} be a
continuous time Markov chain with finite state space M = {1,---,n} and generator Q = (¢,;)nxn,
i.e. for all ¢ # 3, deM q,; = 0and g, > 0. As in [I1} I3], we consider a Bayesian formulation of the
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quickest detection problem. That is, we assume that one observes a sample path of the standard
two-dimensional Brownian motion X = (X!, X?) with zero drift initially, and then at some random
and unobservable time 6 > 0 taking value 0 with probability = € [0,1) and being exponentially
distributed with parameter A > 0, one of the coordinate processes X obtains a (known) non-zero
drift u permanently depending on the Markov chain. The aim is to detect the time 6 as ‘accurately’
(to be specified below) as possible.

Based on the above formulation, the observed process X = (X!, X?) solves the following stochas-

tic differential equations
(6.1) dX} = pu(ay)I(t > 0,8 = i)dt + dB} for i = 1,2,

where S denotes the number of the coordinate process which obtains the Markovian drift. We
suppose that the prior distribution of § is given with P(8 =) = p; > 0 with p; + po = 1. Further,
the unobservable time @, the random variable 3, and the driving Brownian motion B are all assumed
to be independent.

Being based upon the continuous observation of («, X), the problem is to find a stopping time
T« of (o, X), i.e. a stopping time with respect to the natural filtration ]-'ta’X =o0(as, Xs:0<s< 1)
augmented with all P-null sets that is ‘as close as possible’ to the unknown time . We formalize
the phrase ‘as close as possible’ by introducing the following cost functional for the stopping time

-
(6.2) J(r) = P(r < 0) + cE|F(r — 0)I(r > 9)],
where F(t) := e’' — 1 for a given v > 0. In the above equation, the first term corresponds to

the probability of false alarm and the second term corresponds to expected exponentially penalized
detection delay. Therefore, the value function of our quickest detection problem is equivalent to

the minimization problem
(6.3) V =inf J(7),

where the infimum is taken for all (bounded) stopping times of (a, X).

6.1 Measure change

In this section, we will reconstruct the stochastic process in and the minimization problem
in (6.3) on a new probability measure space where the quickest detection problem can be
reformulated as an optimal stopping problem through a suitable change of measure.

We begin by considering a probability measure space (2, F,P%) supporting a two-dimensional
Brownian motion X. This space shall also support a Markov Chain o with transition matrix @) as
given above, a random variable 8 with P*(3 = i) = p;, and a random variable § with P*(§ = 0) = 7
and P°(@ > t) = (1 — m)e~* for t > 0. Further, X, a, 3 and 6 are all assumed independent under
PY. Let the natural filtration of (o, X) be F and its augmentation by (8, 3) be G (i.e. G = {Gi }1>0
where G, = 0(0, 8,{as, Xs : s < t}). Our first task is to construct a new probability measure P
such that the probability measure of (a, X') under P coincides with the solution of .
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We now proceed towards this end. Let

t

2 t
6.4)  Z=exp { 3 (/0 (o) I(s > 0,8 = i)dX’ — /0 12(a)I(s > 0,8 = i)ds) }

i=1
We now define a new probability measure P on (€2, F) such that, for every ¢ > 0,

dpP

W‘gt -

and where F = o(G; : t > 0). By Girsanov’s theorem, under the measure P,
Xt - ﬂ(t7 «, B? 9)

is a two-dimensional standard Brownian motion, where

/t pu(as)I(s > 6,58 =1)ds

i(t; o, 8,0) = Ot

/ plas)I(s > 6,6 =2)ds
0

Since Zy = 1, P and PY coincide on Gy = o(3,0), i.e. the distributions of # and 3 under P® and P
are the same. For the new measure P, given the initial value ag = ¢ and the constant m, the cost
function J can be represented as

J(r;0,m) =PO(r < 6) + cEY |:F(T —0)I(r > 9)]

(6.5) 2
=3 (P < 0+ BV F (- 0)1(r > ),
i=1

where P; is the probability measure under P given § = i. We now reformulate the problem using
the measure PY.

To tackle , we consider the posterior probability distribution process IT; = (I1}, I1?) and
the corresponding weighted likelihood ratio process (®,¥) given the data («, X') observed up until
time ¢, where the aforementioned quantities are defined as

;

1T} = PY(O < t|F), fori=1,2,
= Gl (O ) F]
(6.6) b 1— 11} ’
L EO < o
\ T 1- Ht2
where F®X is the natural filtration of (o, X) augmented with all P’-null sets. By Girsanov’s
theorem,
apPlg, 7V
where (Z!, Z?) is defined by
) t ) 1 t
(6.7) Z} = exp { / wlas)I(s > 0)dX: — 2/ 12 () (s > Q)ds}.
0 0
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We now wish to use (@, %) to represent the cost functional J under the measure P. Under the
measure P, for 7 < 6, Zg = 1 almost surely. It then follows that

(6.8) Por < 0) =ENZiI(Tr <0)) =Pi(1<0) =1—m— (1 —7)E; /T Ne—M gt
0

Using the formula for conditional probability, we obtain

A N E;[ZII(t < 0)|F>* 1—7)e ™M
L1 = Poo > oY) = BAIUSOIR T (o me
Ei[Zt|]:t ] Ei[Zt|]:t ]

where in the second equality we have employed the assumption that X, «, § and 6 are independent
under P? and recalled that Z! = 1 almost surely on {t < §}. We continue by calculating

E9[ert-01(0 < 1)| 7]

@t — Hl
(6.9) Lo
Es (2101 (f < t)|}‘f"X] B [zl =01 (0 < t)]}'f"X}
C Q-mhEZFY] (1 —m)e |
Further,
E2[F(r - 0)1(r > 0)] = +EL[1(7 > 0) / s
9
= 4EY [/ It>0)I(t < 7')67(3_9)0@
0
(6.10) =~E; {/ Ztlf(t > 9)[(t < T)e’V(t—G)dt}
0

— ~E, {/ I(t < 7)E [Ztll(t > H)eV(t_e)‘ff’X}dt}
0
=(1- ﬂ')’yEl/ e N, dt.
0

Similarly, we may conclude that

(6.11) E9 [F(T —O)I(r > 9)] = (1 - m)E; /0 " e Myar.

Together with , (6.10) and (6.11)), (6.2) implies that
-

A
(6.12) J(T; Ly 71') =1—-—7+ c")/(l — 7I')EL7 L e*)‘t (pl@ —i—pgg/t — a)dt,
0

1-7’1—m

where subscript under E denotes the initial data of (a, @, ¥).
We now derive the stochastic differential equation for (@,¥) under the measure P. We write
the likelihood ratio process as

) t 1t
(6.13) L} :=exp {/ plas)dX: — 2/ ,LLQ(aS)ds}.
0 0
It can now be easily seen from (6.7 that

) Lt
Zl=1I(t<0)+ LIt >0).
Ly
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Invoking the assumption that X, a, # and 3 are independent under P?, we see from that

6)\t 1 T t )\ef()wk'y)s
= — ’Y(t—@) < avX — (>\+"/)t 1 = M~
619)  @= g [ZO10 < 1| FeX] = e (1 — +/0 I ds).

Similarly, we have that

ty ,—(A7)s
_ g2 (T Ae
(6.15) U =e L; (1 — + /0 12 ds).

Under the measure P, B, = X is standard Brownian motion and dLi = p(oy)LidX}. Therefore, un-
der the measure P, the couple (@, ¥) solves the following system of stochastic differential equations
with Markov switching

(6.16) { APy = [\ + (A +7)Pidt + p(cn)PdBf

AWy = A+ (A + ) Wdt + p(ey)0d B2,

From , , and , (o, @,¥) is observable in real time, and these are the sufficient
statistics for our quickest detection problem.

We now offer an equivalent formulation of our quickest detection problem as the following
optimal stopping problem

~ . T A
(6.17) Ve, p,1) = inf EL,WZ,/ e M <p1€Z5t + poWy — —)dt,
T 0 cy

where the infimum is taken over for all stopping times of («, @, ¥) solving the system of equations
in (6.16)). The value function may then be represented as

~ T 0
6.18 \% =(1- 1 Vi,——"——1].
(6.18) n)=(-m (1+a? (17 7))

In order to apply the results in the present paper to this problem, we need only verify that
Assumptions and from Section |2[ hold for the optimal stopping problem in (6.17)).
Indeed, in the present problem, we have that a’(:) = A, b%(¢) = A+, b¥9(1) = 0 if i # j,
oi(t) = u(t), A(t) = X and

A
H(,0,0) = prp +p2yp — —.
cy
This verifies Assumptions and Combining Theorem [3.8] and Theorem we disclose
in Corollary below the key result for the real-time quickest detection problem with switching
states.

Corollary 6.1. Given 7w € [0,1), A,v,u(-) > 0 and p1,p2 > 0 with p1 + pa =1, the quickest
detection problem given in (6.3) admits the following representation

V(e,m) = (1= m)[1+e7 (o, —, 1;)},

where V is given by (6.17)) above. The optimal stopping time is given by

7 = inf {t >0:9 > bat(ét)}’
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where the sufficient statistics (o, ,¥) are given by

"

4 t 1t
L; = exp{/O wl(og)dX: — 2/0 MQ(aS)ds} fori=1,2;

7r t 1
Py = ML (71 — + )\/O Ol ds);

71' ¢ 1
v, = e(A+v)th<71 — + )\/0 Oz ds),

where « is a Markov chain with initial state ag = ¢ and {b,},enr is the unique solution to (5.1) in

the admissible class given in Theorem [5.1].
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