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Short-time implied volatility of
additive normal tempered stable processes

1 Introduction

Which characteristics of the implied volatility surface should be reproduced by an option pricing
model? A stylized fact that characterizes the equity market is a downward slope in terms of strike,
i.e. anegative skew, where the skew is the at-the-money (ATM) derivative of the implied volatility
w.r.t. the moneyness Specifically, the short-time} negative skew is proportionally inverse to the
square root of the time-to-maturity. The first empirical study of the equity skew dates back to
Carr and Wu (2003): they find that the S&P 500 short-time skew is, on average, asymptotic to
—0.25/+/t. [Fouque et al! (2004) arrive at a similar conclusion considering only options with short-
time-to-maturity (i.e. up to three months). In this paper, we show that a pure jump additive
process, which also calibrates accurately the whole equity volatility surface, reproduces the power
scaling market skew.

A vast literature on short-time implied volatility and skew is available for jump-diffusion pro-
cesses. Both the ATM (see, e.g. IAlos et all 2007, Roper 2009, Muhle-Karbe and Nutz 12011,
Andersen and Lipton 2013, [Figueroa-Lépez et all2016) and the OTM implied volatility (see, e.g.
Tankov 2011, [Figueroa-Lépez and Fordd 2012, Mijatovi¢ and Tankov 2016, [Figueroa-Lopez et al.
2018) are analyzed. For a jump-diffusion Lévy process, the ATM implied volatility is determined
uniquely by the diffusion term; it goes to zero as the time-to-maturity goes to zero if there is
no diffusion term, i.e. for a pure-jump process. For this reason, pure jumps Lévy processes are
not suitable to reproduce the market short-time smile, because the short-time implied volatility
is strictly positive in all financial markets.

Muhle-Karbe and Nutz (2011) have shown that, for a relatively broad class of additive models, the
ATM behavior at small-time is the same as the corresponding Levy. In this paper, we analyze the
ATM implied volatility and skew for a class of pure jump additive processes that is consistent with
the equity market smile, differently from the Lévy case: this is the main theoretical contribution
of this study.

An additive process is a stochastic process with independent but non-stationary increments; a
detailed description of the main features of additive processes is provided by [Sata (1999). In this
paper, we focus on a pure jump additive extension of the well-known Lévy normal tempered stable
process (for a comprehensive description of this set of Lévy processes, see, e.g., (Cont and Tankov
2003, Ch.4).

Pure jump processes present a main advantage w.r.t. jump-diffusion models: they generally
describe underlying dynamics more parsimoniously. In a jump-diffusion, both small jumps and
the diffusion term describe little changes in the process (see, e.g. |Asmussen and Rosinski 2001).
Because both components of the jump-diffusion process are qualitatively similar, when calibrating

2The moneyness is the logarithm of the strike price over the forward price. For a description of the equity
volatility surface and a definition of skew, see, e.g., (Gatheral (2011)).
3We refer to short-time-to-maturity.



the model to the plain vanilla option market, it is rather difficult to disentangle the two components
and several sets of parameters achieve similar results.

Recently, it has been introduced a class of pure jump additive processes, the power-law scaling
additive normal tempered stable process (hereinafter ATS), where the two key time-dependent
parameters —the variance of jumps per unit of time, k;, and the asymmetry parameter, 7,— present
a power scaling w.r.t. the time-to-maturity ¢. It has been shown the excellent calibrating perfor-
mances of this class of processes (see, e.g. |Azzone and Baviera 2021)). On the one hand, this class
of pure jump additive processes allows calibrating the S&P 500 and EURO STOXX 50 implied
volatility surfaces with great accuracy, reproducing “exactly” the term structure of the equity
market implied volatility surfaces. On the other hand, the observed reproduction of the skew
term structure appears remarkable.

Moreover, an interesting self-similar characteristic w.r.t. the time-to-maturity arises. Specifically,
among all allowed power laws, the power scaling of k;, 3, is close to one, while the power scaling
of n;, 0, is statistically consistent with minus one half (see, e.g. |Azzone and Baviera 2021).

Consider an option price with strike K and time-to-maturity . We define I;(z) the model implied
volatility, where = := log %(t) is the moneyness and Fy(t) is the underlying forward price with
time-to-maturity t. In particular, we consider the moneyness degree y, s.t. & =: yv/t, introduced
by Medvedev and Scailleti (2006). It has been observed that the moneyness degree y can be
interpreted as the distance of the option moneyness from the forward price in terms of the Black
Brownian motion standard deviation (see, e.g., Carr and Wu 2003, Medvedev and Scaillet 12006).
The implied volatility w.r.t y is

Ti(y) = L(yVt) ,

and its first order Taylor expansion w.r.t. y in y = 0 is

T(y) = T(0) +y Y

i +o(y) =i+ y& +oly) .

y=0

We call ét the skew term. We define 6y and éo as the the limits for ¢ that goes to zero of ; and ft.
Their financial interpretation is straightforward: &y corresponds to the short-time ATM implied
volatility, while & is related to the short-time skew, because it is possible to write the skew as

_&
=0 \/% '

In Figure [Il, we present an example of the short-time implied volatility and the skew for the S&P
500 at a given date, the 22"¢ of June 2020 (the business day after a quadruple witching Friday@).
On the left, we plot the one month (blue circles), two months (red squares), three months (orange
stars), and four months (purple triangles) market implied volatility w.r.t. the moneyness degree
y: we observe a positive and finite short-time ;. On the right, we plot the market skew w.r.t.

the time t: it appears to be well described by a fit O (ﬁ)

d]t (ZII’)
dx

4A quadruple witching Friday is the third Friday of the months of March, June, September and December: in
this quarterly date, stock options, stock futures, equity index futures, and equity index options all expire on the
same day.
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Figure 1: Example of the S&P 500 short-time implied volatility and skew on the 22"¢ of June 2020. On
the left, we plot the one month (blue circles), two months (red squares), three months (orange stars), and
four months (purple triangles) market implied volatility w.r.t. the moneyness degree y. We observe a

positive short-time ;. On the right, we plot the market skew w.r.t. the time ¢ and the fitted ~ (—) %

As already observed in some empirical studies (see, e.g. [Carr and Wu 2003, [Fouque et al. 2004),
equity market data are compatible with a positive and finite &g and a negative and finite éo, that
leads to a skew proportionally inverse to the square root of the time-to-maturity. We aim to
present a pure-jump model with these features.

We study the behavior of 6; and ét for the ATS process, deriving, in ([l [l), an extension of the
Hull and White (1987, p.4, Eq.(7)) formula (see, e.g., |Alos et al) 2007, for another application
of this formula to the short-time case). This formula leads to two results: on the one hand, we
build some relevant bounds for ;; on the other hand, we obtain an expression for ét in ([28) via
the implicit function theorem (see, e.g. Loomis and Sternberg 1990, Th.11, p.164).

Three are the main contributions of this paper. First, we deduce for a family of pure-jump addi-
tive processes, the ATS, the behavior of the short-time ATM implied volatility 6, and skew term
& over the region of admissible parameters (see Theorem [2.3]). Second, we prove that only the
scaling parameters observed in market data (6 = 1 and § = —1/2) are compatible with a finite
short-time implied volatility and a short-time skew proportionally inverse to the square root of
the time-to-maturity. Third, we demonstrate it exists a pure-jump additive process (an exponen-
tial ATS) that presents the two features observed in market data: not only a finite and positive
short-time implied volatility but also a power scaling skew.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. Section 2 presents the ATS power scaling process
and the extension of the Hull and White formula. Section 3 defines the implied volatility problem
and analyzes the short-time ATM implied volatility ;. Section 4 computes the short-time limit
of the skew term ét. Section 5 presents the major result: the ATS process is consistent with the



equity market if and only if § = 1 and 6 = —1/2. Finally, Section 6 concludes. In the appendices,
we report some technical lemmas: on basic properties in Appendix A and on short-time limits in
Appendix B.

2  The ATS implied volatility

In this Section, we recall the characteristic function of the power-law scaling additive normal
tempered stable process (ATS) and the notation employed in the paper. We also introduce a
sequence of random variables (3]) with the same distribution of the ATS for any fixed time ¢; we
use these random variables to study the short-time implied volatility.

We discuss the volatility smile at small-maturity produced by this forward model and determine
the power laws of the ATS parameters that are consistent with the market data i.e. which choices
of § and d reproduce the market short-time features mentioned above.

We define a sequence of positive random variables S; via its Laplace transform. The random
variable S; appears in the definition of the random variable f;, that is used to model a forward
contract of the underlying of interest.

Definition 2.1. Definition of {S:},.,
Let {St},5 be a sequence of positive random variables with a Laplace transform s.t.

t1l—« u ky @
— 1—(1+-——">— if 1
[ { ( +(1—oz)t) } it 0<ac<

—i1n<1+“—kt) if a=0

InL; (u; kyy, ) :==InkE [e‘“St] = , >0

where k, := kt? and k, 5 € R*.

Notice that, by the Laplace transform, we can compute any moment of S;. The first two are
2. Var [St] = kt/t

Definition 2.2. Definition of {f},.,
Let {fi},5 be a sequence of random variables with characteristic function s.t.

iuf, . 1 _9 u’5* iuprt
E [6 t} = Et wut 5 + ne | o + tT, ]ft, o | ettt s t> 0 (1)
where
n = 'f_]t5 and QOtt = —1In ,Ct (t&zm7 kt, Oé) . (2)
g,7 €RTand § € R.

Notice that the characteristic function is the same as the power-law scaling additive normal tem-
pered stable process (ATS) in |Azzone and Baviera (2021, Eq.2); the notation has been slightly
simplified, we report it at the end of the paper. We also define Fy(t), the forward contract at time
0 with maturity ¢, and model the same forward contract at maturity as

Fy(t) := Fy(t) el .

We report the known result on the existence of an additive process with characteristic function
(@D, cf. |Azzone and Baviera (2021, Th.2.3).



Theorem 2.3. Power-law scaling ATS
It exits an additive process with the same characteristic function of (1), where o € [0,1) and
58,0 € R with either =0 =0 or

1
1. 0< < :
0=8= 1—a/2
1-05(1—
2. —min(ﬂ,M) <6<0 ;
o
where the second condition reduces to —3 < 0 <0 fora =0 OJ

The region of admissible values for the scaling parameters g and ¢ is shown in Figure 2

In particular, we mention that, Vo € [0,1), the scaling parameters observed in the market,
{0 = —1/2, p =1}, are always inside the ATS admissible region. In Figure 2| we plot the admis-
sible region for the scaling parameters S and 6. In this paper, we prove that the ATS implied
volatility at short-time is qualitatively different for different sets of scaling parameters. We sepa-
rate the admissible region in five Cases:

Case 1 (grey area):

{5<1, —min(%,ﬁ) <5§O}U{5=ﬁ=0} .

Case 2 (orange area):

{—min (5, M) << —% max (3, 1)}

«

Case 3 (light green area):
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Case 5 (red dot):
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Notice that Case 3 includes all its boundaries, identified by the green circles, with the exception
of the point {5 =1, § = —1/2} (red); Case 1 includes just its upper boundary (but it does not
include its lower boundary), identified by the grey squares.

The main objective of this paper is to prove that the 5 Cases correspond to different behaviors
of the implied volatility in the short-time. A summary of the ATS short-time behavior, and in
particular of the ATM value 6 and of the skew term éo, w.r.t. the different Cases is available in
Table [II



Casel | 69=0

Case 2 | 69 = ©

Case 3 | 6o >0 and éo =0
Case 4 | 60>0 and & = -5
Case b | 0o >0 and & <0

Table 1: Summary of ATS short-time implied volatility behavior in the five Cases. We observe that only
the last 3 Cases admit a positive (and finite) implied volatility.

_1
1—a/2

g

Figure 2: ATS admissible region for the scaling parameters. We separate the region in five Cases.
i) Case 1 (grey area) with 69 = 0. ii) Case 2 (orange area) with 6o = oo. iii) Case 3 (light green area)

with finite 69 and o = 0. iv) Case 4 (continuous dark green line) with finite 6o and §o = —/5. v) Case

5 (red dot) with finite 6o and negative and finite &.

Notice that Case 3 includes all its boundaries, identified by the green circles, with the exception of the
point {f =1, § = —1/2} (red), that corresponds to Case 5. Moreover, Case 1 includes just its upper
bound, identified by the grey squares. We emphasize that for all a in [0,1) the point {f =1, § = —1/2}
is inside the admissible region.

It is also useful to provide the same result dividing the region for the admissible values of Theorem
2.3l in terms of 5 and . A summary of the ATS short-time behavior, w.r.t. the scaling parameters
[ and ¢ in the additive process admissible region is reported in Table

| 0<p<1 p=1 f>1
5>—% 0'0—0 50—0 50:0
=—3 ¢ f €0 <0 S =0
5<—% &0 0p=00 0g=o00o0ré=0

Table 2: Summary of ATS short-time implied volatility behavior, w.r.t. the scaling parameters 3 and
0 in the additive process admissible region. The ATM implied volatility o is positive (and finite) when
we report the value for &.



It can be proven that, for every time ¢, the random variable

1
ft:_(nt_'_i) 5’2Stt+ 5-\/Sttg+(,0tt (3)

has the characteristic function in (), where g is a standard normal random variable independent
from S;. The proof is the same as in the Lévy case, but with time dependent parameters, and
it is obtained by direct computation of E[e!*/], conditioning w.r.t. S;. The f; in @) is then
equivalent in law to the ATS process at maturity ¢; thus, we can use this expression of f; to
compute European options.

Consider a European call option discounted payoff B; (Fy(t) e/t — Fy(t) e“’)+

(and B, (Fy(t) e” — Fy(t )eft)Jr the discounted payoff for the corresponding put) where ¢ is option
maturity, K option strike price, z := In - the asset moneyness and B; the deterministic discount
factor between 0 and t. We can write the expected European call and put option price at time
zero conditioning on S;

Ci(x) = B, Fy(t) E :(eft - el‘)ﬂ

+1 —

+1I7 4
Sit 2

Sit 2

= B, Fy(t) E |e? =" mS N (

M) cen (- a@)

P,(x) = B, Fy(t) E :(ew - eft)ﬂ

[ x g/ Sit 2 x v/ Sit\ ]
=B, F()E |e*N _lSt‘i_i __pit tC’??tstN< _lst_ ) 7
t 0( ) _6 (5 S, t 9 ) e 550 ; 5 |

where

_ %01&\/1_f
[; = —omvzt
t Omv =z + 5’\/2 (6)

and N is the standard normal cumulative distribution.

Equations () and (Bl) are crucial in the deduction of paper’s key results: let us stop and comment.
First, let us notice that we can consider option prices with Fy(t) = 1 and B; = 1 without any loss
of generality: we are interested in the implied volatility and these two quantities cancel out from
both sides of the implied volatility equation. Second, let us emphasize that the quantity inside the
expected values are, in both equations () and (), positive. Finally, it can be useful to mention
that a similar result has been obtained by [Hull and White (1987) for options on an asset with
stochastic volatility.

We can re-write equations (] and (Bl) w.r.t to the moneyness degree y (cf. Introduction)

Ct(y\/%) =L {6%t_t62’7t5tN (—_ y + lSt + a2 Sit ) Wiy < vy i lst . \/g)}
TV, 2 NG 2

VSt 52 VSt
Y =Lrje t 0 —e’ ——= —h —0 t )
Pi(yvt) = E |e?VIN A )\ Ty Ly
St 2 o St 2

and we can define ¢;(S;,y) and p;(Sy, y) such that

Elc; (St y)] == Ct(y\/%)
Elp: (Si,y)] = Pi(yv't) .




Black (1976) option prices w.r.t. y are

cf(zxy),y):zv( y +It<y>ﬁ) _ ovin <_Ly _L(y)ﬁ)

Ly 2 () 2
B _ i y | Ly)vt) y Tyt
PP = eV (s B oy (- UV

where Z;(y) is the implied volatility w.r.t. the moneyness degree.
The implied volatility equation for the call options is

Ele: (S, y)] = o (Ze(y), ) (7)

and the one for the put option is

Elp: (St y)] = p2 (Zi(y), y) - (8)

In the following lemma, we prove that G,v/t goes to zero at short-time following an approach
similar to |Alos et al. (2007, Lemma 6.1, p.580), who considered a generalization of the Bates
model.

Lemma 2.4.
For the ATS, at short-time,

GVt = o(1) .
Proof. For an ATM put (i.e. when y = 0), the left-hand side of equation (§)) is equal to
£ [(1 — eft)Jr] In the region of admissible scaling parameters, f; goes to zero in distribution
because its characteristic function in (Il) goes to one. Hence, by the dominated convergence the-

orem, E [(1 — eft)ﬂ goes to zero at short time. For y = 0, the right-hand side of equation ({&])

o0 =N (20) - (<20

becomes

that goes to zero if and only if 6,1/t goes to zero. O

Thanks to this lemma, ATM and at short-time, we can rewrite the right hand side of () and (&])

as
. . Lt .
ctB(at, 0) = ptB(at, 0) =0y o +o0 (at\/f> , 9)

where the asymptotic expansion holds because N’(0) = ,/%, with N’ the standard normal prob-
ability density function.

3 Short-time ATM implied volatility

In this Section, we study the behavior of ¢; at short-time for the ATS. The idea of the proofs
is simple. Equation (@) is the short-time asymptotic expansion of the ATM Black call and put
prices. We can study the short-time behavior of the ATS model price in ([7) and (&)).



1. If the model price (left hand side in () and (8)) goes to zero faster than /¢ , then 65 = 0
(Case 1).

2. If the model price goes to zero slower than v/#, then 6, = oo (Case 2).

3. If the model price goes to zero as v/t, then & is finite (Cases 3, 4, 5).

The idea of the proofs is the following. In Case 1 we bound from above the model price and we
prove that it is o (\/1_5) In Case 2 we bound from below the model price and we demonstrate that
it goes to zero slower than /#. Finally in the remaining Cases we build upper and lower bounds
on the model price and prove that both bounds are O (\/f) Furthermore, the proofs are divided
in some sub-cases that correspond to particular ranges of the parameters g and 0 : we indicate
with bold characters the range at the beginning of each sub-case.

Proposition 3.1.

<1 & —mm( B)<5<O or
f=6=0 ’
the implied volatility is s.t.

For Case 1:

Proof.
6<1&—m1n(;,ﬁ)<5§00rﬂ:5:0

We bound ¢; (S, 0) from above as follows.

¢t (S;,0) =N <lfﬁ +5- ;qtt) - N <lfﬁ — 5= ;gtt) — (e@tt—t"’zmst — 1) N (lfﬁ +5- Stt)

2

g,/ég:a-wﬂ§;+-e¢ﬂ-— 1. (10)

5.\/Stt

In the equality we have just added and subtracted the quantity N (lts "0 ) The inequality

holds because, by definition of standard normal cumulative distribution function,

si o VSN (s VS /lt PN
N(lt +a 5 ) N(lt 0= = 7 ze 27T Sy, (11)

and because we bound from above the product (e%t‘“_’%sﬁ — 1) N (lts b+ 5@) with the (posi-

tive) maximums of both factors.
We bound the expected value of ¢; (St 0) as

Ehﬁ%ﬁﬂgE[V@;ﬂﬂi-+w“—1:v@%&EW@ﬂ+oOﬁ>:o<¢a

The first equality holds because e?' —1 = O (p;t) = 0 (\/z_f) and the last equality because E[/S;]
goes to zero at short-time (see Lemma [A.5]).

Summarizing, the upper bound to the ATS ATM price in (@) is o (\ﬁ) From (@) we have that
the Black price is O (&t\/z_f). Thus,
60=0 O]

10



Proposition 3.2.
For Case 2: —min (ﬁ, M) <0< —% max (3, 1),

(0%
0p = o0 .

Proof.
We divide the proof in two sub-cases.

B<1& —B<d<—3
Consider the left hand side of equation ([7]). We compute the derivative of ¢;(z,y) w.r.t. ziny = 0.

dei(z,0 . t
Ct(2> ) _ tazntegott—tcrzmz]\[ lf + 5.£
0z 2
B (,Oj\/% i \/%5-771& egott—t5'277tZN/ lf + 5-@ — N’ lf — 5@
25232 " 2. /z 2 2

to 52 t t

At short-time, for a given z € (O, &f;t)v 7 = % (—z + ;;;ﬁ) > (. We observe that
ept!=t*mz — 1 4 o(1) and lim,_,l? = oo due to Lemma [A.6] point 1; then, N (lf + 5'\/—227> =
1+ o(1). Thus,

Jci(2,0)

0z
because the first term goes to zero as t7;, while the second and the third terms go to zero as
N'(vVtn:) (i.e. as a negative exponential). Thus, for sufficiently small ¢, ¢;(2,0) is decreasing
w.r.t. zin (0, C_rf;t). We emphasize that the right extreme of the interval is increasing to one for

sufficiently small ¢, see Lemma [A.6] points 2 and 3.

Fix 7> 0 and 5" € (0, 557-); for any ¢ <7

= —ta’n, + o(tn,) ,

E [c:(S;, 0)]
> (57, 0)P (S < 57)

> {N (zf*+a—“2g*t> —N(lf*—a”g*t> +(gott—ta—2ms*)N(zf*+a—“§*t>}n>(st§5*)

> (it — ta*myS*) N (lf* +5- g !

) P(S, < S*) = O(tn,) .

The first inequality holds because ¢;(z,0) is positive for any z > 0 and because we bound from
below the expected value with its minimum in the interval (0, S*) multiplied by the probability of
the interval, P (S; < S*). The second inequality is due to the fact that e* > x4+ 1. Finally, the last
inequality holds because, by definition of the standard normal cumulative distribution function,
Vvt ) N ( _\zt

Recall that N (lf + 6@) = 1+ o(1); notice that P (S; < S*) is constant for 5 = 1 and goes to

one, by Lemma point 1, for § < 1. This proves the last equality.

11



Notice that t7, goes to zero slower than v/t (6 < —0.5), then the ATM call price goes to zero
slower than +v/t.

1-p(1-a) 8
B>1& 1P 58

It exits ¢ such that (8 —1)/2 < ¢ < —6 — 1/2. We bound the ATM put price (&) from below for
a sufficiently small ¢

Elp: (S, 0)]
Z E ﬂSt>1+tq lSt +0 St — N —lft - St -+ N —lft — 0 Stt (1 - e‘Ptt—t52ntSt)
> 2 2 \/2
> L |::H‘St>1+th (_lft -0 Stt) <1 — ewtt—tazﬁtst)]
; 2
1 o . ) )
> [P(St > 1+ tq)g (1 _ pert—tatm (14t )) =: M, (tl+q0277t + t0477t2kt/2) (14)

> M, t'195%y,

The first inequality holds because p; (S, 0) is non negative and because we have added and sub-

tracted the term N (—lft — 6@). The second because the difference between the standard

normal cumulative distribution functions is non negative, analogously to (I3)). The third because,
for Sy € [1,00), 1 — ePt!=t7°m5t js positive and non decreasing in Sy; moreover, for a sufficiently

small ¢, N (—lft — 5@) > 1/3 because

limN( lz—6£) >1/2 , z€[l,00) .
t—0

The quantity M; is defined in (I4]). At short-time M; = 1/6 + o(1) because i) by Lemma [B.3]
P(S; > 1+ t%) goes to 1/2 as t goes to zero, and ii) by Lemma [A.6] point 1,

1 _ eprt—tane(1419) _ (¢, + to*n7ke/2) (1+ o(1))

Notice that t'*%, goes to zero slower than v/¢, then ATM put price goes to zero slower than /7.
Case 2: — min (B, M) < d < —max (g l)

« 272

Summing up, for both sub-cases, 5 <1 & —f<d < —1/2and §>1& — 1-60-a) 5 < —5/2,
the lower bounds on the ATM option prices in (7)) and (&) go to zero slower than V.
Moreover, from (@) we have that the Black price is O (&t\/z_f). Then,

(3'0 =0 Ol
Proposition 3.3.
For Case 3: > 1 & 0 > —[3/2, with the exception of the point {f =1, = —1/2},
0o 1S finite .

Proof.
We split the proof in three sub-cases. For each sub-case we build an upper and a lower bound, on
the model price, and we demonstrate that both bounds are O (\/z_f) and then, that g, is finite.

12



B __ 1
B>1&-5<=06<—3
Upper bound.

Let us split the expected value of the ATS call in two parts
Elc; (S, 0)]
_ {N (ltst +U\/S‘{t) N (ltst - U\/S‘{t)] E [ (lst L V5 ) (s _ 1)]
2 2 2
= Al(t) + Ag(t) .

We prove that both parts are bounded from above by quantities O (\/f) The first expected value
is s.t.

A <y[o- s EVE] =0 (Vi) (15)

™

where the inequality holds true because of (II)) and vt E[v/S;] = O (Vt) because, by Lemma
[A.5l point 1, E[y/S;] goes to one as t goes to zero.
Let us study the term As(¢).

Ag(t) <[F |:<€<Ptt—t5'27]tst _ 1) ]]-St<$0t/(6277t):|

\/7/%/(0 ) % ( ort—t52nz 1) (16)
27Tk’t )

o1/ (5%m:) P t _t-1? oit—t52n 1 17
_ 2kt tl—lo Nz
+/0 (st() Sk € )(e ) (17)

<0 (t6+(6+1)/2)

where Pg, is the law of S;. The first inequality is true because the quantity inside the expected

value is positive on (O, th ) and negative elsewhere. The equality is obtained by adding and

subtrancting the same expected value for a Gaussian random variable. We prove the second
inequality in two steps, showing that both (I6) and ([7) are bounded by O (t*T(#+1)/2).
First, we consider ([I6])

/ ©t/(5%m) .
5 tk, / ‘ dz e t(2k:)2 (e@tt—t6277tz o 1)
TRt

—QW/A dw e - e“”tt_w%t(lw\/kt/t) — 1) (18)

Vigtne/kew _ dw e_wT (19)

w_
dw e 2

Sm/m m/A

2 t Dt t
e k2 N (/152 Ky + ( oo 1) ) N (( - 1) ,/—) +o (17HB+D/2) (90
( to "t t ’)7t kt 5'277t k't 0( ) ( )

_ /%#m\/kfﬁwfztkt T o ((5HBHI2) = O (+B+2) (21)

where A; = {w eR: —\/kzt <w < (o) (%) — 1) \/kzt} Equality (I8]) is due to a change of
the integration variable w := (z — 1)/+/k:/t, equality (I9) to the fact that, by Lemma [A.6]

13



ePrt=10*n < 1. Equality (20) to a change of variable m := w + vta2n,v/k;, and to the fact that

both N (—, /é) and N <\/¥6277t\/k_t — ,/é) go to zero faster that any power of ¢. Finally, (21])
holds true because of the Taylor expansion of N in zero.

Second, we consider (I7)
ot/ (@) £ 2 -
/0 dz (Pst(Z) N\ 2k e % ) (e“”t e — 1)

<l (ps <o n (/E)) ()
/0%/(621%) dz <[P(St <z)—N ((z — 1)\/kzt)> G2y t ePittotme

2—a |k
<2 \/; (e#' — 1) = O (L+PHD/2)

11—«

_l_

The first inequality is due to integration by part and to the triangular inequality. The second
inequality is a consequence of Jensen inequality and of Lemma [B.3l

Lower bound.

As discussed in the proof of Proposition [3.2] for a sufficiently small ¢, ¢; (S, 0) is decreasing for
S, € (0, ot ) hence,

ant

E [ci(Si, 0)] > E [c(Sh, 0)1s,<p, (5200)]

ct<aff7t,o)n><sts Uf;t) :\/g;tﬂwg) _o()

The first inequality is because ¢; (S, 0) is non negative and the second is because we bound the
expected value from below with the minimum of ¢ (S;,0) multiplied by the probability of the

interval (O, 5“5; ) The equality holds because, by Lemma [B.3]

1im[P(St§ i ) _ 1
t—0 a’n, 2

t t t
(o) = (Vi) - (i) =V o ()
: ! on; o

with /220 = O ().

8mane

v

and

14



B>1&6=—3
Upper bound.

The upper bound on the ATS call price is the same to the one of the previous sub-case
—8/2<6<—1/2, 5> 1.

Lower bound.

We bound the put price from below. It exist H > 1 such that for a sufficiently small ¢

NG NG
05002 50 ] 2 € (5 (oY) ()
E [N’ <—lfﬁ + UTSJ) G/ St 1Ste[1,H]}
> N (077 _pvt “—ﬂ) GVIP(S, € [1,H]) = /5 + 0 (vi)
o 2 8

v

The first inequality holds because p;(S;, 0) is non negative. The second because ePrt—tT St < 1 ip
[1, H]. The third inequality is due to the fact that we bound from above the difference

N (—lft + G ;qtt) - N (—lft — G- ;qtt)

with the standard normal law evaluated in the maximum between the two (positive) arguments
multiplied by the difference of the two arguments. Notice that +/S;t is a positive quantity almost
surely. The last inequality holds because, by Lemma [B.4], it exists H > 1 s.t. the quantity inside
the expected value is increasing in [1, H] for a sufficiently small ¢. The equality is because, by
Lemma B.3| P(S; € [1, H]) goes to 1/2 as t goes to zero and

t oVt 1
im N (o7 2V V) L

B>1& —3<6<0

Upper bound.

We can bound ¢(S:, 0) from above as in (I0).
We bound the ATS option price as

Elei(S;, 0)] < [E{\/%a Stt} +ew—1go(ﬂ) . (22)

The last inequality holds because, by Jensen inequality with concave function /x, E[y/S;] <
VE[S;] = 1 and because, by Lemma [A.6] point 1, e”! — 1 =0 (V).

Lower bound.

15



To bound ¢ (z,0) from below we have to study its derivative in (I2]). Notice that, at short-time,
l; = O (Vitn) = o(1), due to Lemma [AL6] point 1, and to the fact that § > —1/2. Moreover,
again due to Lemma [A.6] point 1, e?**~@™"* = 1 + O (t,). Then, we have

i) The negative first term at short-time is o (V%)

_ t
—tg ettt e N (lf + 5@) =0 (tn) = o (ﬂ)

ii) The second term at short-time is o (vt

SOt\/Z \/E(Tnt pet—ta2nez a1t [ 72 f\/g _ N Z_*\/E
(B2 (e (v ogt) - (-5

0 (Vin) L\/;ﬂ”g ((1 +O(tn) (1 _k 52\/5 + o(tnt)) _ (1 L 52\@ + o(tnt)))
—0(?) =0 (VI)

t 2 = 7o/ =t
N’ <lf i&@) — e—(lt)2/2—022t/8 <1 4+ tU;/z + O(tnt)>

because

iii) The positive third term at short-time is O (\/1_5)

\/Ea- ptt—tc'rzmz / z —\/E / z —\/Z_t t —
m e N lt+UT +N lt—O'T —M@O""O(\/E)

Summarizing, the leading term in (I2]), at short-time, is the third one, which is positive. Hence,
for a fixed z > 0 and for sufficiently small ¢, ¢,(z,0) is increasing; thus, we can bound the expected
value from below

E e (5,0)] > E [60 (S0, 0) Locpnsya] > 0 (% ,0) . (St ) B | SD
o) o (o) e
v (i eofE)oifyr (s [13])
- <a\/g+o<\/¥>> P(sielyi]) =0 ()

The first inequality holds because ¢;(S;,0) is non negative. The second because, for a sufficiently
small ¢, ¢;(S;,0) is increasing. The third is true because, for sufficiently small ¢, e#*'~*7 i s,
by Lemma [A.6] point 3. The forth is due to the fact that the difference of the standard normal
cumulative distribution functions can be bounded from below by the (positive) maximum of the
two arguments multiplied by the (positive) difference of the two arguments. The equality is due
to the fact that P (St € [%, %D is constant if § = 1 and goes to 1 at short-time if 5 > 1 because,
by Lemma [A.4] point 2, S; goes to one in distribution at short-time.
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Case 3: B>1& —2<s<0\B=1, {6=-1}

Summing up, in all sub-cases the upper bound and the lower bounds of the ATS option prices in
(@) and [®) are O(v/'t). Moreover, from (@) we have that the Black price is O (6¢/t). Thus,

0o 1is finite O

Proposition 3.4.
For Cases 4 and 5: 3 <1 & § = —1,

0o 1s finite .
Proof.
B<1&46= —%
Upper bound.

We can bound (S, 0) from above as in ([I0).
We bound the ATS option price as

Elei(Sy, 0)] < E [\/%a Stt} +ert—1=0(Vi) . (23)

The equality holds because, by Jensen inequality with concave function v/, E[v/S;] < \/E[Si] = 1
and because, by Lemma [AL6] point 1, e#' — 1 = O (V/1).

Lower bound.

We bound ¢; (S, 0) from below as:

VSt VSt
Ct (Stao) > ]]-St<30t/(5277t) (N (lft +0o 2t ) - N (lft - UTt) + (Sptt - t6277t5t) /2)

> g <pr/(52m) (et — t5°meSt) /2

The first inequality is because ¢; (S, 0) is non negative, because e* > x + 1, and because the
normal cumulative distribution function evaluated in a positive quantity is above 1/2. The second
holds because the difference between the two normal cumulative function is non negative.

Elce (S, 0)] > E [Ls, <y, o200 (et — t5°7:5) /2]
= VG /2 E [Lg,cpuiaran(—Si + 00/ (7%n))] = O (VE) .
The last equality is due to the fact that

E [Ls,<pr /(o200 (=St + 01/ (07m))] = 0/ (@°n)P(Se < 1/ (8°m)) — E[Silg,<pr/(52n0)] (24)

can be bounded from below with a positive constant for sufficiently small ¢. This fact can be
deduced for g < 1. We prove it separately for the two cases < 1 and § = 1.
For g < 1, let us observe that, at short-time,

0< [E[Stjlst<<ﬁt/(52m)] < [E[St]lst<1] = 0(1) )
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because, by point 2 of Lemma [A.6] ¢;/(5°1;) < 1 and, by definition of convergence in dis-
tribution, at short-time E[S;1s,.1] = o(1), because, by Lemma [A.4l point 1, S; converges in
distribution to 0. Moreover, at short-time, ¢;/(%n,)P(S; < ¢:/(6%n:)) = 1 + o(1), by point 1 of
Lemma [A_6] and by point 1 of Lemma [A.4]

For § =1, we remind that the law of S; does not depend from ¢ and we observe that the limit of
([24)) for t that goes to zero is positive

lim {;/(5°n)P(Se < 01/ (6°m)) — E[Stlg,<pjo2n)] } = P(S; < 1) — E[Silg,<1] > 0,

t—0

where the last inequality is due to the fact that S; has unitary mean and finite variance k.

Summarizing, as in Proposition [3.3] the upper and lower bounds of the ATM prices in () are
@) (ﬂ) From (@), we have that the Black price is O (&t\/z_f). Thus,

0o 1is finite O

In the propositions above, we have proven that gy is finite only in Cases 3, 4 and 5. Only for these
Cases we study the short-time skew in the next Section.

4 Short-time skew

In this Section, we focus on the skew term ét for the ATS when 4y is finite. We obtain an expression
of & in Lemma E.1] and study its short-time limit.

In the introduction, we have mentioned that the implied volatility skew observed in the equity
market is negative and it goes to zero as one over the square root of t. This behavior is equivalent
to a negative and finite éo. In this Section, we prove that éo is zero in Case 3 (Proposition [4.2])
and is negative and finite in Cases 4 and 5 (Proposition [4.3]). Moreover, Case 5 identifies the
unique parameters’ set where éo can be a generic value that it is possible to calibrate from market
data.

Lemma 4.1. The skew term ét 18
(o) e[ o)
GVt
N <_Tt)

£ = (25)

Proof. Applying the implicit function theorem to the implied volatility equation for the call option
([@) we obtain the derivative of the implied volatility w.r.t y

a[E[Ct (St 7@/)] _ 8ctB (It (y) 7y)

0Ly (y) Dy Jdy

dy 9cf (Ze(y).y)
0T (y)

We prove the thesis by computing the three partial derivatives separately.

18



ot [Cta(;tay)] _ \/_ \/_y[E [N < U\?jg + lSt _ 0’@)]
0cf (L(v).y) _ _ fiviy Nf)
dy It
o’ (Ti(y),y) Ny (Y It(y)ﬂ
oy VN ( A EE )

Notice that it is possible to exchange the expected value w.r.t. S; and the derivative w.r.t. y
using the Leibniz rule because the law of S; does not depend from y. By substituting y = 0 and
reminding that Z,(0) = 6, we get (25) O

Notice that, because of lemma 24}, the denominator of & in @5), N’ ( "“f) goes to \/LZ? at

short-time. To study the short-time behavior of ét it is sufficient to consider only the numerator
of equation (23])
TVt Sit
V() e (e T)
2 2
Proposition 4.2.

For Case 3: 8> 1 & —p/2 < 6 <0, with the exception of the point {5 =1, § = —1/2}, the

skew term 1s

& =0 .
Proof.
We divide the proof in two sub-cases.

B=1& —2<6<0
We study the numerator of & in (23).

s (45)- <l (-5 -

We compute the limit thanks to the dominated convergence theorem because the law of S; does
not depend on ¢ and I = o(1) in this sub-case.

B
B>1&-2<48<0

[E{N (zft—a*/s—tt)] :%—I—o(l) : (26)

We want to prove that

The equality holds because

R

2 2
g [, N <l§_5g) (27)

LY (oY
—i—/o (Pst() o e )N(lt 0= ) , (28)




where Pg, is the distribution of S;. We study the quantities in (27]) and (28] separately.
First, we consider (27])

, t > =12 .Vt
iy o / dze N@‘"T)

L . o ) \/t (1+w\/kt/t>
=lim — dwe =N — N t(l—l—w k:t/t>—a 5
PONIm ) i g1/1 4+ w\/ky Jt

o0 2

:15%%_7? _\/»dw N (a0 (1= wy/Eft/2) — /i (14w jt/2) + 0 (Vi)
_ 1 lim [ dw e—% {N (-577\/2155*6/2111) 1 + 1} _1 _

V21 =0 R 2 2 2

The first equality is obtained via a change of the integration variable (w := vt(z — 1)/v/k;). The
second equality is due to the asymptotic of ¢yt in Lemma[A.6lpoint 1. The third equality holds be-

cause of the dominated convergence theorem. The last is trivial because [N (—ﬁ\/zt‘”ﬁ/ 2w) -1/ 2}

is odd w.r.t. w.
Second, we consider (28)

/OOO dz (Pst(z) — 2;1@ e_t%) N (z; — a@)
- (rs<on-v(-7)

+/Ooodz ([P(St <z2)—N ((z — 1)\/%)) N’ (lf —a\/f) (;;ﬁi + 5’\/577;4:/;\/5/2) =o(1) .

The first equality is due to integration by part. The second to the fact that i) P(S; < 0) =0,
i) N (—, /kit) go to zero as t goes to zero, and iii)

/Ooo dz (N ((z ~1) k:%) _P(S, < z)) N (z; - o—\/jt) <2‘?§2 + Uﬁm?;:\/m)'
2

-« /@/deN, ltz_ax/g Sft\/l_f +5'\/¥7]t+5'\/£/2
1—aV t J, 2 20 23/2 2\/z
9 _
2-a b [R)
l—aV t t
where the inequality is due to Lemma [B.3] and the first equality is due the fact that

/OOO dzN' (z; - aé;t) (2?2‘52 + 5””335\/%/2) — N (z; - a@)

<

o

=1.
0

This proves (26)).
It is now possible to compute the short-time limit of the skew term

(5 (45 <[ (-~}
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Proposition 4.3.
For Case 4: B <1 and 6 = —1/2, the skew term is

For Case 5: B =1 and 6 = —1/2 the skew term is

 — —@ Elerf (57 1(S))] .

where 7(S;) := V2(1//S; — /S).

Proof.
We prove separately the two Cases.

_ 1
d=—3&B<1
Thanks to Lemma [B.2], the limit of the numerator of ét in (27) can be computed simply,

(5 (45) <l (- F))) -

o= v (=) = Ve

Thus,

s=—-1&B=1

We compute the limit in ¢ = 0 of the numerator of & in (25)

0 () <o (5 )]) e n (oo 3)

t—0

(29)

We obtain the equality thanks to the dominated convergence theorem, because the law of S, is
constant in time. We recall that er f(z) = 2N(z/+/2) — 1, substituting in (23), we obtain 29) O

Equation (29)) is one of the major results of the paper. Let us stop and comment.

First, let us notice that &, in [9), is a generic function of the couple of positive parameters o7
and k; in particular the er f function is odd in its argument and r : RT — R. Moreover &, depends

on the parameter « € [0, 1) that selects the truncated additive process of interest.

T ~
=< <0
\@_fo_

i.e. the minimum value for the skew term is —y/7 /2, its value in Case 4.
To show the upper bound, we can rewrite

Second,

B Pst(z)

lerf Graisil = [ dPaers @ar) = [ d: (et = P22 errionrey |

21



where the second equality is due to the change of variable w = 1/z, and second to r(1/w) = —r(w)
and to the fact that erf(z) is odd. We also observe that erf (a7 r(z)) > 0 in (0, 1).

For the two cases where the distribution of S; is known analytically o = 0 (VG) and a = 1/2 (NIG),
we can prove that the skew term 50 in (29) is negative for non zero 7 and k (for the expression
of the Gamma and Inverse Gaussian laws see, e.g., |(Cont and Tankov 2003, Ch.4, p.128). In both
cases we can prove that (Pst(z) — w> > 01in (0, 1); recall that Pg,(z) does not depend from

time because § = 1.
In the o = 0 case, S; has the law of a Gamma random variable

Psi(1/2) 1 1k /R e /EQ/em2)
PSt(Z)_ 22 _];;1/151—‘(1/];;)2 e I—T >0 s

where the inequality is true in (0, 1) because 1 — % > 0 or equivalently 1/z—z+2Inz > 0.

The last inequality is trivial Vz € (0, 1), because it is equal to zero for z = 1 and its derivative is
negative.
In the a = 1/2 case, S; has the law of an Inverse Gaussian random variable

Ps(1/z) 1 o—r(22/eR) (1 1
Ps,(z) — 2 o R >0,

where the inequality is true because 23% — % >0,Vz € (0,1).

In all other cases, we compute numerically the skew term éo for different admissible values of
k,77 € Rt and o € [0, 1), by means of inversion of the characteristic function of S;, showing that
it is either negative or equal to zero. In Figure [3] we plot the numerical estimation of the skew
term for &7 and k below 3 (an interval in line with the situation generally observed in market
data) and for a grid of four values of o (v = 0,1/4,1/2,3/4); in all cases the skew term &, looks
rather similar: equal to zero on the boundaries (k = 0 and &7 = 0), a negative quantity in all
other cases and a decreasing function w.r.t. both k and 7. In Figure @ we plot also the skew
term for the same four values of a, varying k with 77 = 1 (on_the left) and varying o7 for k=1
(on the right): all plots look rather similar with a decreasing &.
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Figure 3: ATS skew term & for {8 =1, § = —1/2}. We report & for four values of a: @ = 0 in the
upper left corner, « = 1/4 in the upper right corner, @ = 1/2 in the lower left corner and a = 3/4 in the
lower right corner. We plot the skew for k,&7 € [0,3]. In all cases the skew is negative and decreasing
w.r.t. k and 7.

0.1 ‘ ‘ 0.1 ‘ ‘
- -a=0 - -a=0
»-a=1/4 —»-a=1/4
—o-a=1/2|]
—a=3/4

04 S S|
| S -1 ® o
Pyl 0 6-0-0 ¢
0.5 oy oA
-0.6 -0.5
0 1T 2 3 0 1 2 3
k &ij

Figure 4: ATS skew term & for § = 1 and § = —1/2 for a = 0 (dashed blue line), o = 1/4 (red
triangles), a = 1/2 (orange circles) and, a = 3/4 (continuous violet line). We plot the skew for &k € [0, 3]
with 7 = 1 (on the left) and for &7 € [0,3] for k£ = 1 (on the right). In all cases the skew is decreasing
w.r.t. k and &7.

Finally, let us emphasize that the limits of & are zero for on and k that go to zero.
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On the one hand, recall that the law of S;, Pg,, does not depend of o7. By the dominated
convergence theorem with bound Pg,, we have that

lim E[erf (577(S)] =0 .

on—0

On the other hand, by [Kijimal (1997, Th.B.9, p-308), we have that S; converges in distribution to
1 as k goes to zero because

-
|
;
~=
[
|
—~
—
+
Tz
ol
S~—
Q
——
9y
S

lim L4 (u; kt, o) = lim ek s
k—0 t—0
We are computing the expected value of a bounded function of S, that does not depend of k.
Thus, by definition of convergence in distribution,

i o (03 (15 V)] =0

5 Main Result

In the following theorem, we present the main results of this paper. We prove that if and only
if 6=1and d = —% the ATS has a positive and constant short-time implied volatility o and a

negative and constant short-time skew éo. We point out that a finite skew w.r.t. y correspond to a
skew that goes as % at short-time w.r.t. the moneyness x. The proof is based on the propositions
of Sections 3 and 4.

Theorem 5.1. The ATS short-time implied volatility behaves as described in Table 1.

Proof. We prove that, for Case 1, 65 = 0 in Proposition [3.1] We prove that, for Case 2, 65 = o0
in Proposition [3.21 We prove that, for Cases 3, 4 and 5, dy is finite in Proposition [3.3] and
Proposition 3.4]

Moreover, in Proposition we demonstrate that, for Case 3, éo = 0 and in Proposition
we demonstrate that, for Case 4, é(] = —\/g and that, for Case 5, éo is negative and finite. O

6 Conclusions

In this paper, we have analyzed the short-time behavior of the implied volatility of a class of pure
jumps additive processes, the ATS family.

An excellent calibration of the equity implied volatility surface has been achieved by the ATS, a
class of power-law scaling additive processes (see, e.g. |Azzone and Baviera 2021)). This class of
processes builds upon the power-law scaling parameters 3, related to the variance of jumps, and
0 related to the smile asymmetry.

Several are the results achieved in this study. First, we have deduced for this family of pure-jump
additive processes the behavior of the short-time ATM implied volatility ¢, and the skew term
& over the region of admissible parameters (cf. Theorem [2.3]). We get this result constructing
some relevant bounds for ¢; and obtaining the expression of ét, cf. equation (27]), via the implicit
function theorem.

Second, we have proven that only the scaling parameters observed in empirical analysis (5 = 1 and
0 = —1/2) are compatible with the implied volatility observed in the equity market (cf. Theorem
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[5.11). Hence, we have demonstrated that it exists a pure-jump additive process (an exponential
ATS) that, differently from the Lévy case, presents the two features observed in market data: not
only a finite and positive short-time implied volatility but also a short-time skew proportionally
inverse to the square root of the time-to-maturity.

Acknowledgements
We thank Peter Carr for an enlightening discussion on this topic. We thank E. Alos, M. Fukasawa

and all participants to the workshop New Challenges in Quantitative Finance in Barcelona. R.B.
feels indebted to Peter Laurence for several helpful and wise suggestions on the subject.

25



References

Alos, E., Ledn, J.A., and Vives, J., 2007. On the short-time behavior of the implied volatility for
jump-diffusion models with stochastic volatility, Finance and Stochastics, 11 (4), 571-589.

Andersen, L. and Lipton, A., 2013. Asymptotics for exponential Lévy processes and their volatility
smile: survey and new results, International Journal of Theoretical and Applied Finance, 16 (01),
1350001.

Asmussen, S. and Rosinski, J., 2001. Approximations of small jumps of Lévy processes with a
view towards simulation, Journal of Applied Probability, 482-493.

Azzone, M. and Baviera, R., 2021. Additive normal tempered stable processes for equity derivatives
and power law scaling, To appear on Quantitative Finance, available on arXiv:1909.07139.

Black, F., 1976. The pricing of commodity contracts, Journal of financial economics, 3 (1-2),
167-179.

Carr, P. and Wu, L., 2003. The finite moment log stable process and option pricing, The Journal
of Finance, 58 (2), 753-777.

Cont, R. and Tankov, P., 2003. Financial Modelling with jump processes, Chapman and Hall/CRC
Financial Mathematics Series.

Cressie, N., Davis, A.S., Folks, J.L., and Folks, J.L., 1981. The moment-generating function and
negative integer moments, The American Statistician, 35 (3), 148-150.

Durrett, R., 2019. Probability: theory and examples, vol. 49, Cambridge university press.

Figueroa-Lépez, J.E. and Forde, M., 2012. The small-maturity smile for exponential Lévy models,
SIAM Journal on Financial Mathematics, 3 (1), 33-65.

Figueroa-Lépez, J.E., Gong, R., and Houdré, C., 2016. High-order short-time expansions for atm
option prices of exponential 1évy models, Mathematical Finance, 26 (3), 516-557.

Figueroa-Lépez, J.E., Gong, R., and Lorig, M., 2018. Short-time expansions for call options on
leveraged ETFs under exponential Lévy models with local volatility, STAM Journal on Financial
Mathematics, 9 (1), 347-380.

Fouque, J.P., Papanicolaou, G., Sircar, R., and Solna, K., 2004. Maturity cycles in implied volatil-
ity, Finance and Stochastics, 8 (4), 451-477.

Gatheral, J., 2011. The volatility surface: a practitioner’s guide, vol. 357, John Wiley & Sons.

Hull, J. and White, A., 1987. The pricing of options on assets with stochastic volatilities, The
Journal of Finance, 42 (2), 281-300.

Kijima, M., 1997. Markov processes for stochastic modeling, vol. 6, CRC Press.

Kiichler, U. and Tappe, S., 2013. Tempered stable distributions and processes, Stochastic Processes
and their Applications, 123 (12), 4256-4293.

Loomis, L.H. and Sternberg, S., 1990. Advanced calculus, Jones and Bartlett Publishers.

26



Medvedev, A. and Scaillet, O., 2006. Approximation and calibration of short-term implied volatili-
ties under jump-diffusion stochastic volatility, The Review of Financial Studies, 20 (2), 427-459.

Mijatovié, A. and Tankov, P., 2016. A new look at short-term implied volatility in asset price
models with jumps, Mathematical Finance, 26 (1), 149-183.

Muhle-Karbe, J. and Nutz, M., 2011. Small-time asymptotics of option prices and first absolute
moments, Journal of Applied Probability, 48 (4), 1003-1020.

Roper, M., 2009. Implied volatility: small time to expiry asymptotics in exponential Lévy models,
Ph.D. thesis, Thesis, University of New South Wales.

Rudin, W., 1976. Principles of mathematical analysis, 4.2, McGraw-Hill New York.
Sato, K.I., 1999. Lévy processes and infinitely divisible distributions, Cambridge University Press.

Tankov, P.; 2011. Pricing and hedging in exponential Lévy models: review of recent results,
Paris-Princeton Lectures on Mathematical Finance 2010, 319-359.

Urbanik, K., 1993. Moments of sums of independent random variables, in: Stochastic Processes,
Springer, 321-328.

27



Notation

‘ Symbol ‘ Description
By discount factor between date 0 and ¢
cB (Z:(y),y)) | Black call option price
¢ (S, t) quantity inside the ATS call expected value
Cy () call option price at value date with maturity ¢ and moneyness x
{ft}is0 sequence of random variables that models the forward exponent
Fy(t) price at time 0 of a Forward contract with maturity ¢
g standard normal random variable
Ii(x) Black implied volatility with maturity ¢ and moneyness x
Zi(y) Black implied volatility with maturity ¢ and moneyness degree y
1. indicator function of the set %
ky variance of jumps of ATS
k constant part of variance of jumps of ATS k;
K option strike price
I7 quantity defined in equation ()
N(%) standard normal cumulative distribution function evaluated in
N'(x) standard normal probability density function evaluated in
pP (Z:(v),v)) | Black put option price
(S, t) quantity inside the ATS put expected value
P, (x) put option price at value date with maturity ¢ and moneyness x
{Si}50 sequence of positive random variables
t time-to-maturity
x option moneyness, x = log %(t)
Yy moneyness degree, y = x/\/t
Q tempered stable parameter of ATS
6] scaling parameter of k;
() gamma function evaluated in *
) scaling parameter of 7,
M skew parameter of ATS
7 constant part of the skew parameter of ATS
ét implied volatility skew term
&o short-time skew term, i.e. limit for ¢ that goes to zero of &
o constant diffusion parameter of ATS
Oy ATM implied volatility, equal to Z;(0)
0o short-time ATM implied volatility, i.e. limit for ¢ that goes to zero of &,
Ps, probability density function of .S;
Vr deterministic drift term of ATS
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Appendices

A Basic properties

We report some useful results for the proofs in Section 3. In the following lemmas we consider S}
of Definition 2.7] with Laplace transform L;(u; k;; «), at a given time ¢ > 0. The proofs that
follow are for the o € (0, 1) case. Similar proofs hold in the a = 0 case.

Lemma A.1. Let s € (0,1), then

(5] :/OOO Lolui ki o) =1, - (30)

[(—s)ustt

where I' is the Gamma function.
Proof. By elementary calculus and Fubini’s Theorem (see, e.g.,[Urbanik 1993, Lemma 4, p.325) O

Lemma A.2. Let n be a positive integer, then
E[S; ") = T [ s s a)du
0

Proof. By elementary calculus and Fubini’s Theorem (see, e.g., [Cressie et al. 1981, Ch.2, p.148)
U

Lemma A.3.

1. Forallt>0,c>1andu >0

1—Ly(u; kyy ) <1 —e" .

2. If 6> 1, Li(u; ki, @) is non decreasing in t.
Proof. Let us observe that
1= Li(u; kyy a) <1 —e™
tl—« u ky ¢
—— (1 —1p—cu<0 .
e ) e

The last inequality is true for any ¢ > 1 and u > 0 because the left hand side is null in v = 0 and
its first order derivative w.r.t. u is negative:

This proves the first point.

We demonstrate that the logarithm of £;(u; k;, «) is not decreasing. Consider a positive ¢,
s € (0,t) and
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t u k’t « S U ks “
h(u; s, t):=—<1—(14+-———+ ——<1l—-|14 —
=g o () e () )
We observe that h(0; s, t) = 0 and the first order derivative

Oh(u; s, t) 1 1

au = kau T—a . 11—«
(1 + s(l—a)) (1 + t(lt—a)>

is non negative Yu > 0 because k;/t is non decreasing in ¢, if 5 > 1, and is constant in ¢, if § = 1.
Thus, h(u; s, t) >0, Vu > 0, and Li(u; k¢, «) is non decreasing w.r.t. ¢. This proves point 2 O

Lemma A.4.
1. If B < 1 5; goes to zero in distribution as t goes to zero.
2. If B > 1 .S; goes to one in distribution as t goes to zero.
3. If B =1 the distribution of S; does not depend from t.

Proof. Recall that convergence in the Laplace transform implies convergence in distribution (see,
e.g., [Kijimal 1997, Th.B.9, p.308).

We compute the limit of S; Laplace transform for § < 1. By using the fact that k;/t goes to
infinity as ¢ goes to zero we obtain

— k «
lim £y (u; K, o) = lim et e (i) ) =
t—0 t—0

Thus, S; converges in distribution to the constant zero. This proves point 1.

We compute the limit of S; Laplace transform for 8 > 1. By using the fact that k;/t goes to zero
as t goes to zero we obtain

lim £i(u; ki, o) = lim et U0 ade) ) = v
t—0 t—0

Thus, S; converges in distribution to the constant one. This proves point 2.

Point 3 follows from the fact that, if 5 =1, £;(u; k;, «) is constant in ¢

O
Lemma A.5.
0 if <1
mE[/S] =41  fp>1 (31)
D ifg=1

where D is a positive constant.
Proof. Recall that S; is a positive r.v. and E[S;] = 1. Then, its moment of order 1/2 is finite. By

L
emma [A 1] e1/5] -  Lyfuts ke, o) — 1d
[ } _/ r(—1/2u2 "

0
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where 1“(—_711/2) ~ 3.45. By Lemmal[A.3|point 1 with ¢ = 2, the positive quantity (1—L;(u; k;, a))/u’/?

is lower or equal than (1 — e=2%)/u*?2. Thus,

0<e[VE] < r(—_11/2) /000 1 ;36/;%0[“ B F(—_14/2) /0"" Zj?du -V )

where the first equality is obtained from integration by parts and the second from the definition
of T'. Inequality (32]) has two consequences. First, if 5 =1,

lim E[v/S)] = E[V/S,] =D < V2, (33)

because, by Lemma [A 4] point 3, E[\/S;] is constant w.r.t. to time. Second, we can apply the
dominated convergence theorem to (31 for all values of 5. Recall that the limits for ¢ that goes
to zero of Ly(u; ki, @) for B < 1 and for 5 > 1 are computed in the proof of Lemma [A.4]
fp<1

) L —1 1= Ly(uy by, )

ftpg>1

) L —1 1= Ly(u; kyy @)
lim E[v/S1] = limy r(—1/2)/0 NSV

1 [P l—e 2 [
— 7”_1/2) /0 7 du = T—19) /0 u1/2du =1, (35)

where the third equality is obtained from integration by parts and the third by the definition of
I'. Equalities (33), (34) and (B3]) prove the thesis

U
Lemma A.6.
Consider @, in [3). For every B and ¢ in the additive process boundaries of Theorem
1.
pit = o’ — ta'niky /2 + O (k) (36)
where the second term ta*ntk,/2 goes to zero faster than ta*n; ast goes to zero.
2.
Pt <1
ain T
3. o
. t o
11—{1’01 I 1, for 0> —min(1,5) .

Proof. We prove the asymptotic expansion (B@]). In the additive process boundaries of Theorem
2.3 at least either = =0 or 6 > —min(1,3). In the former case (30) is trivial. In the latter,
thanks to (&), both tn, = t'*°7 and n,k, = t°T°nk go to zero as t goes to zero. Using the Taylor
series expansion

Ct—a) [Pk TPk} 3.3
ot = {1—a 2(1—a)+0(”tkt)

=t —ta'n k/2+ O (tn] k7)

31



This proves point 1.
We prove that ¢;/(5%n;) < 1. We substitute the definition of ¢; in (2)), for o > 0, in ([B6) and we

get /() — (1-a) <<1 N azmkt)a B 1) <1 . (37)

aank, 1—a

We define z := % Then, ([B7) is equivalent to

(1+2)*<1+az,

which is a well known inequality. This proves point 2.

Point 3 is straightforward, given point 1, because, if § > —min(1, §), n;k; goes to zero as t goes
to zero U

B Short-time limits

Lemma B.1. Consider a family of positive random variables X; s.t. lim;_,o X; = X in distribution

and a sequence of functions g(z) > 0 and uniformly bounded s.t. lim;_,o g;(z) = g(2).
If 37 >0 s.t. forte (0,7)

i) gi(z) is Lipschitz continuous with bounded Lipschitz constant,
i) |g:(2) — g(2)| < h(z) with lim,_, . h(z) =0,

then
P_{%[E[gt(Xt)] = E[g(X)] .

Proof. 1t is possible to apply the Ascoli-Arzeld theorem (see, e.g.,, Rudin 1976, Th.7.25, p.158)
on every compact set [0, K], K > 0, because a sequence of Lipschitz continuous functions with
bounded Lipschitz constant is equicontinous on any compact set. Thus, a sub-sequence of g;(2)
converges uniformly to ¢g(z) in any [0, K]. For every € > 0, 3K s.t.

lim Ef|g,(X¢) — g(Xo)[] = lm E[lg.(Xe) — 9(Xo)[ L, <] + m E[|g, (X)) — 9(Xo)[Lxok] <€
t—0 t—0 t—0
The first expected value goes to zero because g;(z) converges uniformly to g(z) on [0, K], as proven
above via Ascoli-Arzeld theorem. It exists K s.t. it is possible to bound the second with € because

h(z) goes to zero as z goes to infinity.
Moreover, g(z) is bounded because it is the limit of a uniformly bounded sequence and

lm E[|g(X;) —g(X)[] =0 -
—0
by definition of convergence in distribution, because g(z) is bounded. We have that
0 < lim Ef]g,(X;) = g(X)|] < lim {E[|g:(X) — g(Xo)[] + E{[g(Xs) = g(X)[]} =0,

this proves the thesis
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Lemma B.2. For § = —1/2, let X; be a sequence of positive random variable s.t. Xy — X in
distribution for t that goes to zero.

Then,
I E N (o0 (—V/Xi+ ¢/ (0°V/Xim) ) = 0V/iX/2)| = E [Non(—VX +1/VX))

Proof. Define
9i(2) == N (071 (—VZ + 0/ (*V/Zm)) — 3VE2/2) and g(2) = N(@7(—VZ +1/vZ) -

We emphasize that g;(z) is uniformly bounded by one and g¢;(z) converges point-wise to g(z)
because, thanks to Lemma [AL6] point 3, lim;_, ¢;/(5%n;) = 1.

We prove that 37 € (0,1) s.t. the derivative of g;(z) is uniformly bounded, if ¢ € (0,7). Fix
7 € (0,1) s.t.

o 77T67_7 \
sitoviz
The following hold for ¢t < T,
dgy
0=
=N (5'77 (—VZ + @i/ (@ m V7)) — 5'\/%/2> ‘577 (—1/(2v2) — @1/ (26°m: 2%)) — 6Vt /(4/2)
= N' (7 (=v2 + 90/ (@0 VD) = aVa2) (1+ 0/ (5%m2) + VE/2)) 77/ (2/7)

< N (o7 (—vz + @ (@ V/2)) — 0VER/2) (L4 12+ 1/ @) 7/ (2v/2) (38)

< L/%_WHDQ + N (077 (=Vz+2/(3V=z)) = 19/2/2) 1p, + N' (577 (V2 + 1/V/2)) ﬂDS} :
(L+1/z+1/20)an/ (2vz) == M(2) . (39)

Inequality (38) holds because, by Lemma [AL6] point 2, ¢;/(5%n;) < 1 and 7 € (0,1). Let us
observe that (38)) is the product of positive quantities. In (39) we bound from above only the first
factor, the only one that still depends from ¢. Inequality (39) is deduced by dividing the domain
of z € R in the three sets Dy = (0,1/2], Dy = (1/2,3/2] and D3 = (3/2, 00).

For z € Dy, we bound the first factor with its maximum \/%

For z € Dy, we observe that for ¢t < 7

o7 (—VZ + @) (3% V/3)) — 0VE[2 > 0] (—/Z +2/(3V/E)) —ToVE/2> 0 .

Hence, because N’ is a decreasing function of its argument in R,

N’ (577 (—Vz+ @/ (@7 V7)) — 5—@/2) < N' (677 (=vz+2/(3Vz)) —10v/z/2) , z€ Dy .
Finally, for z € Ds

o) (=7 + @i/ (@ n:V/z)) — aVt2/2 < i (—Vz+1/Vz) <0 . (40)
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Thus, because N’ is an increasing function of its argument in R~
N’ (577 (—V7 + ¢/ (@mv/z)) — 5\/5/2) <N'(o7(—Vz+1/V2)) , z€D;s .

Notice that M(z) is positive and bounded on RT; this implies that the derivatives of g¢;(z) is
uniformly bounded. Thus, the sequence g,(z) is Lipschitz continuous in z with bounded Lipschitz
constant on (0, 7).

Moreover, for t < 7 < 1 we have that

19:(2) — 9(2)| < Loy + N' (67 (—vz + 1/VZ)) (6V2t/2 + 501 — 01/ (6°0)) /VZ) Lee(1,00)
< Leeoa + N (67 (V2 +1/V2)) (6V2/2 4 671/V2)Loc,00) := h(2) .

In the first inequality we divide the domain of z € RT in two sets, D; = (0,1] and Dy = (1, 00).
In the first domain the difference is bounded by one. In the second set, notice that (0] is still
valid for z > 1; then, the difference is lower than N’ computed on the max of the arguments of N
multiplied by the positive difference of the arguments of N. The second inequality holds because
o1/ (a%n,) is positive and ¢ < 1. We observe that h(z) goes to zero as z goes to infinity.

Notice that X; converges to X in distribution, g;(z) is a sequence of positive function uniformly
bounded, Lipschitz continuous with bounded Lipschitz constant on (0,7), and lim,_,., h(z)=0.
Thus, we prove the thesis via Lemma [B.1] O

Lemma B.3. Fort > 0,

sgp‘[P(St<z)—N((z—1) kit)‘gf:z\/? (41)

where Sy is the random variable of Definition (2.1 with Laplace transform Ly (u; ky, «).
Moreover, if > 1,

1.
. s T Pt _1

2. X

12 ifqg>5

imP(S, <117 = ¢ N(=1/Vk) if ¢=5"

0 if ¢ < %

3. o

1/2 _ Zf q > 5

lm P(S, < 1+ = § NU/VR) if g = 2

. B8—1

1 Zf q < 5
Proof. We use an approach similar to [Kiichler and Tappe (2013, Th.4.7, p.4271). Given ¢t > 0,
n € N we define X} := S{ — 1 for i = 1,2,...,n with S{ independent positive random variables

with Laplace transform £; (u; k;n, «). The standard deviation of S} is X' := /kyn/t. We define
Q= > X} /(v/nXl). Notice that QF 4+ /n/X} has the same law of \/t/k.S; by identity in
Laplace transform because

. n o t(i-a) VA
E e—u(Pt"-i-\/ﬁ/E?)] [ [e—uz;;ls;/(\/ﬁzg)] _ From (1—(1+ﬁ(1,2>) ) [ {e—u\/:ttst] '
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Thus, /k:/t QF + 1 is equal in distribution to S;. Moreover, for any ¢ > 0

X Esy e 23t GO o
up [P} < =) = N2 < L < HOULEL =20 ool 220, R (—)
z SRR PEEm oV

The first inequality holds thanks to the Berry-Esseen theorem (see, e.g., [Durrett 2019, Th.3.4.17,
p.136). The first equality is obtained by substituting the third moment of S} and in the last
equality we emphasize the leading term in 1/n. Thus, V € > 0 it exists n such that

2—« kt
P(Qy - N —
sup [P(QF < 2) = N(2) < T[T e

By definition of cumulative distribution function, we get (41]).
Equation ({I) allow us to prove the limits of the probability.

1.

P(S; <1) = N(0) + O (t¥9/2) =1/2 + O (t#~1/2) |

where the first equality is due to (4]) and second term goes to zero because 5 > 1. Moreover,

=2
Ps,< L) =N (22 [T 4o o-nre)
o2, ]ft

where lim;_,o N <%f2527” \/kz) = 1 thanks to Lemma [AL6] point 3 observing that

ot t

(m‘l)\f VIFt ik + O (7 OHD) = o(1)

because, in the additive process boundaries, for 5> 1,0+ (5 +1)/2>d+ 1> 0.

P(S: <1—-t9) =N (_tq\/k;zt) +0 (17-17?2)

WhereN(—tq\/kzt> goes to 1/2if ¢ > (8 —1)/2, to N(=1/(Vk) if ¢ = (8 —1)/2, and to 0

if ¢ < (B —1)/2. We emphasize that the second term goes to zero as O (t#=1/2),

P(St§1+t4):]\f(tq\/kz>+0( B 1/2) ’
t

where N(q\/z) goes to 1/2 if ¢ > (8 —1)/2, to N(1/(Vk) if ¢ = (8 — 1)/2, and to 1 if

q < (8 —1)/2. We emphasize that the second term goes to zero as O (t#=1/2).

U
Lemma B.4. If§ = —1/2, 3H > 1 s.t.

(-u+ S

m(z) =N

)
is increasing for z € [1, H| for sufficiently small t, where I} is the quantity defined in equation (@).
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Proof. We compute the derivative w.r.t. z of m(z) and study its sign at short-time.

ON' (=17 4228\ 5. /z
om(z) ( tazz )

0z N/ <5-17] (\/E _ 5.2::\/2) + o_'\ég

)
N % w7 (M (ﬁ - a—?%m) i 6?5) (577 (% " 2;5;%) " 5f)

1 ? 2 (5745 t 2+—2_2 80?
=——|=—2"(on+7— o
23/2 \ 2 g 2 K ain?

The derivative is positive if

0<z<

Notice that 4 7 and H > 1 such that for every ¢ < 7 the derivative is positive if z < H because
for sufficiently small time

2
N AN
1/2+\/1/4+4<U77+07t> 02772;:77? 1/2 N Pt
. > — - + — — >H>1 R
2 (o7+ %) ARV

where the first inequality is obtained by bounding from below 1/4 with 0 inside the square root
and the second holds because, by Lemma [A.6] point 3,
1/2 1 O 1

lim + = +1 .
=02(a7 +0vt/2)  f+VE/2 0% Aot

Thus, m(z) is increasing in [1,H] for sufficiently small ¢ O
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