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Abstract

We investigate an optimal stopping problem for the expected value of a discounted payoff on
a regime-switching geometric Brownian motion under two constraints on the possible stopping
times: only at exogenous random times and only during a specific regime. The main objectives
are to show that an optimal stopping time exists as a threshold type under some boundary
conditions and to derive expressions of the value functions and the optimal threshold. To this
end, we solve the corresponding variational inequality and show that its solution coincides with
the value functions. Some numerical results are also introduced. Furthermore, we investigate
some asymptotic behaviors.
Keywords: Optimal stopping, Regime-switching, Variational inequality, Real option.

1 Introduction

In the real options literature, the following type of optimal stopping problems appears frequently:

sup E [e 777 (X ;)| Xo = 2], (1.1)

TET
where r > 0 is the exogenous discount rate, X = {X;}:>0 is a stochastic process, which we call the
cash flow process, T is the set of all stopping times that investors can choose, and 7 is an R-valued
function, which we call the payoff function. We can regard as a function on x, which we call
the value function. Problem concerns the optimal investment timing for an investment whose
payoff is given by the random variable w(X;) when executed at time ¢. The most typical example
of 7 is

m(z) =K U e X ds — T ’ X, = :c} : (1.2)
t

which expresses the value of an investment that starts at time ¢ with an initial cost I > 0 and that
brings to the investor perpetually an instantaneous return X, at each time s > t. Remark that
the right-hand side of becomes a function on z when the process X has the strong Markov
property such as a geometric Brownian motion. The main concern of is to show that an
optimal stopping time 7* € T exists and can be expressed as

7" = inf{t > 0| X; > x*}

for some x* € R. This type of optimal stopping is called threshold type, and z* is called its optimal
threshold. It is significant to examine whether an optimal stopping is of threshold type. If so,



the optimal strategy becomes apparent, and the optimal stopping time can be explicitly described.
McDonald and Siegel [I7] has undertaken this framework of optimal stopping problems. See also
Chapter 5 of Dixit and Pindyck [6]. Here we focus on discussing when X} is a regime-switching
geometric Brownian motion under two constraints on 7.

Regime-switching models, widely studied in mathematical finance ([2], [3], [, [9], [10], [11]
and so forth), are models in which the regime, representing, e.g., the economy’s general state,
changes randomly. In this paper, we consider a regime-switching model with two regimes {0, 1}.
Let 8 = {6, };>0 be a stochastic process expressing the regime at time ¢. In particular, 6 is a {0,1}-
valued continuous-time Markov chain. Then the cash-flow process X is given by the solution to the
following stochastic differential equation (SDE):

dX, = X, (pg,dt + 09,dW;), Xo > 0, (1.3)

where p; € R and o; > 0 for ¢ = 0,1, and W = {W, };>0 is a one-dimensional standard Brownian
motion independent of #. Considering a regime-switching model, we need to define a value function
for each initial regime, that is, for each i = 0,1, we define the value function v; as

vi(x) ;== supE [e " m(X,)|60 =i, Xo = z] . (1.4)
TET

Furthermore, we impose two constraints on 7. Liquidity risk and other considerations mean
that investment is not always possible. Therefore, it is significant to analyze models with constraints
on investment opportunities and timing. Hence, we impose two constraints simultaneously in this
paper. One is the random arrival of investment opportunities. More precisely, we restrict stopping
only at exogenous random times given by the jump times of a Poisson process independent of W
and 6. Another is the regime constraint. We restrict that stopping is feasible only during regime 1.

Now, we introduce some related works. Bensoussan et al. [I] discussed the problem for the
same cash flow process X as defined in without restriction on stopping. They treated the case
where 7 is given as and showed that an optimal stopping time exists as a threshold type by
an argument based on PDE techniques. Nishihara [19] discussed the same problem for a two-state
regime-switching model with m(x) = # — I under the regime constraint, but the cash flow process
is still a geometric Brownian motion. Note that [I9] assumed that an optimal stopping exists as a
threshold type. In addition, Egami and Kevkhishvili [§] also studied the same problem for the case
where X is a regime-switching diffusion process but without restriction on stopping. On the other
hand, the restriction of stopping to exogenous random times has been undertaken by Dupuis and
Wang [7]. They considered the case where the cash flow process is a geometric Brownian motion
and the payoff function is of American call option type, i.e., 7(z) = (z — K)*, and did not deal
with regime-switching models. In [7], they first derived a variational inequality (VI) through a
heuristic discussion. Solving it, they showed by a probabilistic argument that the solution to the
VI coincides with the value function. There are other many works dealing with this issue such as
[12], [13], [15], [16], 18] and so forth.

To our best knowledge, this paper is the first study that deals with the constrained optimal
stopping problem on a regime-switching geometric Brownian motion. It is also new to simultane-
ously impose the random arrival of investment opportunities and the regime constraint. Remark
that the discussion in this paper is based on the approach in [7].

This paper is organized as follows: Some mathematical preparations and the formulation of our
optimal stopping problem will be given in Section 2. Section 3 introduces the corresponding VI and
solves its modified version in which two boundary conditions are replaced. We shall derive explicit



expressions of the solution to the modified VI, which involves solutions to quartic equations, but
it can be numerically computable easily. In Section 4, assuming that the two boundary conditions
replaced in Section 3 are satisfied, we prove that the solution to the VI coincides with the value
functions and the optimal threshold for our optimal stopping problem. In addition, we introduce
some numerical results. Section 5 is devoted to illustrating some results on asymptotic behaviors,
and Section 6 concludes this paper.

2 Preliminaries and problem formulation

We consider a regime-switching model with state space {0,1} and suppose that the regime process
0 is a {0, 1}-valued continuous-time Markov chain with generator

—Xo o
A =)
where A\g, A7 > 0. Now, we make the convention 6., = 1. Note that the length of regime i follows

the exponential distribution with parameter \;. We take the process X defined in (|1.3]) as the cash
flow process, and assume throughout this paper that

> o V. (2.1)

Let J = {Ji}+>0 be a Poisson process with intensity 7 > 0 independent of W and 6, and denote by
Ty its kth jump time for k& € N with the conventions Ty = 0 and T\, = oo, where N := {1,2,...}.
Note that the process J generates exogenous random times when an investment opportunity arrives.
In other words, for k € N, T}, represents the kth investment opportunity time. Suppose that 6, W,
and J are defined on a complete probability space (2, F,P). In addition, we denote by F = {F; };>¢
the filtration generated by 6, W and J. Assume that F satisfies the usual condition. Furthermore,
we restrict stopping to only when the regime is 1. Thus, the set of all possible stopping times is
described by

T :={r€To| foreachw € Q,0,(w) =1and 7(w) = Tj(w) for some j € N},

where 7Ty is the set of all [0, oo]-valued stopping times and Ny, := NU {oco}. Next we formulate the
payoff function 7 as follows:

7(2) = alw— K)* -1 (22)
for some o > 0, K > 0 and I > 0, but we exclude the case where K = I = 0 since the optimal
threshold z* is obviously 0 in this case. This formulation includes 7(z) = (z — K)* treated in [7],
and m(x) =z — I in [19]. Moreover, covers the payoff function introduced in (T.2). In fact, [I]
showed that

(r—pa—i+Xi+ M)z
(r = pa—i)(r = pa) + Ni(r — pa—i) + A—i(r — pa)

In the setting described above, we define the value functions v;,7 = 0,1 as follows:

(o)
E [/ e‘”Xtdt)GO — i X = x} _
0

vi(z) := supE"* [e 7w (X,)],
TeT (23)
’Uo(l‘) = EO0® [e—Tfovl(X&))}



for x > 0, where & = inf{t > 0|¢; = 1} and E"** means the expectation with the initial condition
0y =i and Xy = x. In fact, we should define vy as vo(z) := sup, 7 E®* [e™""7(X,)] in terms of
(1.4), but the above definition (2.3 is justified by the following:

SUE;_EO,QC [e_rTﬂ'(X.,_)] — RO |:€—7”50 Su%)_ E [e—m—’ﬂ(X‘/r)wg — 17X(’) = X&)H — g0z [€_r£UU1<X§D)] ;
TE T'eT’!

where 6’ and X’ are independent copies of 6§ and X, respectively, and 7" is the set of all possible
stopping times defined based on 6’ and X’. We discuss the optimal stopping problem (2.3]) in the
following sections.

3 Variational inequality

We discuss the variational inequality (VI) corresponding to the value functions v;,7 = 0,1. From
the same sort of argument as Section 3 in [7], the VI is given as follows:

Problem 3.1. Find two nonnegative C?-functions Vo, Vi : Ry — Ry and a constant z* > K
satisfying
Vi(04)=0, i=0,1,
—rVo(x) + AgVo(z) + Mo(Va(z) = Vo(z)) =0, x>0,
—rVi(z) + A Vi(x) + M (Vo(x) = Vi(z)) =0, 0<a<az™,
)+ AVi(z) + M (Vo(z) — Vi(e)) + nim(z) — Vi(z)) =0, x> a7,
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m(x), 0<ax<a’,
7(

x), x>z",

~ 1
where Ry := [0,00), K := K + o and A;,i = 0,1 are the infinitesimal generators of X under
regime i defined as
1
(Aif)(x) == iz f'(x) + 502-2952]””(9:), x>0,
for C?-function f.

This section aims to solve the following modified version of Problem [3.1] in which we replace

the boundary conditions (3.6) and (3.7)) with (3.8) below:
Problem 3.2. Find two C?-functions Vo, Vi : Ry — R, and a constant z* > K satisfying -
and
V;
0< tim A& (3.8)

To solve Problem 3.2} we need some preparations. For i = 0,1 and k = L, U, G¥ is the quadratic
function on 5 € R defined as

Gr(B) = %U? (B—=1)+ i — (N + 7+ nlgm1 k=v})-



The equation G¥(8) = 0 has one positive and one negative solution, denoted by (f * and Cf ,
respectively. For each k = U, L, we denote

F*(B) := Gg(B)G1(8) = Mo,

and consider the quartic equation F*(8) = 0. Since F¥(0) > 0, Fk(Cf’i) < 0, and F*(B8) — oo
as B tends to oo, the equation F*(3) = 0 has four different solutions, two of which are positive,
and two of which are negative. Now, for the equation F*(3) = 0, we denote the larger positive
solution by 8% and another positive solution by 55. Note that FL(1) is positive, and CiL’+ > 1
holds since GF(1) < 0. Thus, 1 < B < CiL’+ < B% holds for i = 0,1. A similar argument can be
found in Remark 2.1 of Guo [10]. Furthermore, the same holds for the quartic equation FU(3) = 0.
Let 85 and BY be the larger and other negative solutions to FUY(3) = 0, respectively, that is,
BY < CiU’_ < BY < 0 holds for i = 0, 1. In addition, we define the following constants:

ag = ando @ = an(r — po + o)
O =t F AT — AL ) = AohT T (o + M) (r — 1+ AL+ 1) — Aghr
b aKnAo b o aKn(r+ o)
0" )\0)\17(7’4’)\0)(7‘%‘)\14’7])7 t )\0)\17(7’4’)\0)(7‘4*)\14’7})7
(3.9)
and
pr . @B = BB+ Bp) + ar (B — D(BE — 1)
4 (85 - BE)(Bk + B — BY — BE) ’
ot . —0K (85 — B3) (=B + Bp) + b1 8 85
AT Bh-BRBh+BE-BY -8R
pL .— a(Bh — BA)(B% — Bp) — a1 (B4 —1)(Bp — 1)
v (Bh—BE)BE+BE—BY—BE)
o — —oK (8% — B85 — BE) — b1B4BE
P (B5-BRBh+BE - Y - BE) (3.10)
pu . B85 = BB)(BE = Bp) + a1 (Bp — (B + By — By — 1)
4 (BY — BR) (B + B — BY — BF) ’
oy - —0K (8% — BE)(85 — B) + biB5 (8% + Bf — BF)
4 (BY = BR) (B + BE — BY — BF) ’
pu . B% = BR)(=Pp + B3) — (B4 — 1) (B4 + B — B4 — 1)
v (B = BE)(B% + BE — BT — BF) ’
oy — —oK (8% — B3) (=B + B) — biBY (B4 + B — B3)
" (8] — BY)(8% + BE — 8 — BY) '
With the above preparations, we solve Problem as follows:
Proposition 3.3. Problem has the following unique solution (Vo, Vi,2*): Fori=0,1,
{Vi(x):AiLxﬁﬁ—I-BiLxﬂé, O<z<a’, (3.11)
Vi(x):A?xﬂg—l—BlUxﬁg—Faix—kbi, x> z", (3.12)



and

aLy\HL B U_ U
(1-81)Qa + (1-85)Q% + BL-1HQY + (%U(E)LQ)B _,_%

« _ _ G§(B%) G'L(ﬁB) GF (8Y)
G§(B%) Gé(ﬂé) fo(ﬂi{) GU(ﬂU)

where . .

A} = (z *)‘ﬁA (Piz* +Q%), Bi = (z*) P5(Ppa* + Qf),

—Ao (3.14)
Ak: Ak}7 Bk _ Bk
o Gk(BA) ' O GksE) !

fork=LU.

Proof. For the time being, we use 7(z) := ax — aK instead of 7, that is, we rewrite (3.4) and (3.5)
as follows:

{ —rVi(z) + A Vi(x) + M (Vo(z) — Va(z)) + n(7(x) — Va(z)) =0, x>z, (3.15)
Vi(z*) = 7w(z™). (3.16)
Step 1: For 0 < = < x*, a general solution to (3.2) and (3.3) is expressed as (3.11)) with some
AF BE € R and some %, 85 > 0. Remark that the non-negativity of 84 and 8% is derived from

the condition (3.1). Without loss of generality, we may assume that 8% > B5. Substituting (3.11))
for and (3.3]), we obtain that

(AFGE(BE) + NATL) 2% + (BEGE(BE) + MBLy) 2% =0, i=0,1,

for any = € (0,z*), which is equivalent to that ALGE(B%)+ N AL . = 0and BEGE(BE)+M\BE ., =0
fori = 0,1. Thus, 8% satisfies AL GE(BE)ALGE(BE) = (=X AL) (=M1 AY), that is, GE(B%)GE(8%)—
AoA1 = 0. In addition, the same is true for B]Lg. Thus, as defined above, ﬁﬁ and 6,L3 are the larger and
smaller positive solutions to the equation FZ(3) = 0. Moreover, AX and B satisfy the following:

Ao Ao
AL = - AL and Bf = - BE. (3.17)
T GEh T ’ GH(BE)
Step 2: Next, we discuss the case where x > x*. Firstly, we need to find a special solution to
and -, since (3.15)) is inhomogeneous. Note that 7 is of linear growth For each i = 0,1,

we can then write a spec1al solution as a;x + b;. Substituting a;x + b; for and -, we have
that

(=rag + poao + Ao(ar — ag)) © + (=rbo + Ao(br — bo)) =0,

(=rai + pray + Ai(ag — a1) + (e —ar)) z + (—Tbl + A1(bo — b1) +n(—akK — bl)) =0

(3.18)
for any = > x*, in other words, all coefficients in (3.18)) are 0, from which a; and b; satisfy (3.9).
Now, we derive V;(z) for x > z* in the same way as the previous step. For each i = 0, 1, we can

write a general solution to and (| - as
Vi(z) = A?:LﬁX + BiU:cBg +aix + by, x>a"
with some AV, BY € R and Y, 8% € R. By (3.2), (3.15) and (3.18), it follows that
AVGY(BX) + NAL; = 0, and B GY (8) + ABI_; = 0



for i = 0,1. Thus, by the same way as Step 1, 8 and Y are solutions to the quartic equation
FUY(B) = 0. On the other hand, if either at least Bi{ or ,Bg is positive, then is violated since
any positive solution is greater than 1. Thus, ,BX and ﬁg are the negative solutions, and we may
take them so that Y < Y < 0 without loss of generality. Moreover, we have

)\0 )\0
AV = 20 AU and BY = -0 __gU 3.19
=Tt P T e (319
Step 3: By the C2-property of V; and the boundary condition (3.16)), it follows that
A} (@)°4 + B (27)5 = AV (@)% + BY (+)%% + ara” + by = 7(a"),
BRAY (@) A" + BEBY (275 = B AT (2%)*4 7! + BEBY (27)%5 ! 4 an,
BE(B% — DAL (") + BE (8 — DB (")
= BY (B — DAY ()42 4 B (8Y — 1)BY (") 2.
Solving the above, together with (3.17) and (3.19), we obtain (3.14).
Step 4: In this step, we shall derive (3.13)). Since Vj and Vj are continuous at z*, we have
Af(@*)P5 + B ()75 = AJ (2%)%4 + BY (z)%% + apa” + bo.
BRAG (@)PA7t 4 BB (a7)P5 " = BYAY () 4 BEBY (27)%5 7 + ao,
Using (3.14)) and cancelling ag, we obtain
(LN e T ET AR
Gt (8%) G (BE) GG (B1) GG (BB)
(1- 5% , (1-3BQk , (B -1QY Lh_
G (B%) G (BE) GG (81) GE(Bg) M
and denote this as Pz* + Q = 0. Recall that 85 > (&7 > g5 > 1 and 8% < ¢ < Y < 0.
Thus, G&(8%),GY(8Y) > 0, and GE(85),GY(BY) < 0 hold. Moreover, we can see easily that
PL PY <0, PL, PY >0, Q%,Q% > 0, and Q%, QY < 0. Thus, all the terms in P are positive, and
Q are negative. We have then z* = —g > 0, that is, (3.13)) holds.

Step 5: We show that V;,i = 0,1 are R, -valued in this last step. Since V;(x) ~ a;x +b; as x — oo
and a; > 0 for i = 0,1, there is an M > 0 such that V;(x) > 0 for any > M and ¢ = 0,1. Now,
we denote

(B — Q5 , bo

+ + +

Vi(@) = in | min Vi(z)

and assume that Vi(z) < 0. We have then VX(Z) = 0, V(T) > 0, and V;(Z) < V;_3(7). When
T € (0,2%), it follows that

— V(@) + pEV(E) + GoFBVL (@) + XV s (E) - Vi) = 0. (320)

Thus, we have V;(Z) > 0, which contradicts to the assumption that V3(Z) < 0. Next, consider the
case where T > x*. If i = 0, then (3.20)) holds. This is a contradiction. When i = 1, we have

—rVA(T) + V| (T) + %U%QV{'(E) + 0 (Vo(7) = Ni(7)) +0(7(7) — V(7)) = 0.



The second, third and fourth terms are non-negative. In addition, the fifth term is also non-negative
since 7(Z) > 7(z*) = Vi(z*) > Vi(Z). Thus, V1(Z) > 0, which is a contradiction. Lastly, when
T =", for any € > 0, there is a § > 0 such that p;VZ () > —¢, V' (z) > 0 and V; _;(z) = Vi(x) > —¢
hold for any = € (x* — §,2*). We have then —rVx(z) — ex* — \e < 0 for any = € (z* — 0, 2*) from
the view of , which means that Vz(z*) > 0 holds. This is a contradiction. Consequently,
Vi,i = 0,1 are Ry-valued. In particular, we have V; (z*) = 7(x*) > 0, from which x* > K follows.
Thus, V;,4 = 0, 1 satisfy and since K > K and 7(z) = n(z) for any = > K. Consequently,
(Vo, Vi, 2*) gives the unique solution to Problem n This completes the proof of Proposition
O

Remark 3.4. It is very complicated to show that the function Vi satisfies the boundary conditions
(@ and . However, we can confirm that the conditions are met by implementing numerical
computation for many parameter sets. In fact, with r = 0.1 and w(x) = (x — 0.9)T — 0.1 fized,
and the values of pg and p; as —10,—5,—2,—1,-0.5,0,0.05,0.099, and oo, o1, Ao, A1 and 7
as 0.1,1,2,5, V; satisfies (@ and for all 65536 parameter sets. Thus, we can expect the
boundary conditions (@) and to be satisfied for any parameter set. We leave making sure of
this fact to future research.

4 Verification

In this section, we show that the functions V;,7 = 0,1 given in Proposition [3.3| coincide with the
value functions v;,7 = 0,1 defined by (2.3)), and an optimal stopping time 7* exists as a threshold
type with the optimal threshold x* given in (3.13]). To this end, we assume that V; satisfies the

boundary conditions (3.6 and (3.7).

Let us start with some preparations. First of all, it is immediately apparent that the following
lemma holds.

Lemma 4.1. Fori=0,1, V/ is bounded, and there is a ¢; > 0 such that V;(z) < ¢;x for any x > 0.

In addition, we define
Tp :=inf{t > T}_,|6; = 1 and t = T} for some j € N}

for k € N with the conventions Ty = 0 and 7L, = co. Note that T} € T represents the kth time
when stopping is feasible, and 7 is described as

T={re€Ty| foreachw e Q,7(w) = le(w) for some j € Noo }.

Now, we define
N*:=inf{n € N| X1 > 2"},

with the convention inf ) = co. Note that N* is an N,-valued stopping time, where N, := NU{oo}.
Hereafter, we write Z ~ exp(\) when a random variable Z follows the exponential distribution with
parameter A > 0.

The following theorem is our main result.



Theorem 4.2. Suppose that Vi satisfies (@ and . Then v;(x) = V;(x) holds for any x > 0
and i = 0,1, and the stopping time 7* := Th. € T is optimal for the optimal stopping problem

defined by .

Proof. We show this theorem by dividing five steps.

Step 1: In this step, we fix g = 0 and Xy = z, and denote & := inf{t > 0|6, = 1}. For i =0, 1,
we denote by Y = {Y;'};>( a geometric Brownian motion starting at 1 under regime 4, that is, the
solution to the following SDE:

dY} = Y (uidt + oy dWy), Yg =1.
In the following, when we write Y}, its independent copy may be taken if necessary. Note that

1Y = X, holds if t < &, and & ~ exp()\g). Now, we see the following:

Vo(z) =E U e ANV (2Y0)dt |, x> 0. (4.1)
0

To this end, we define firstly
D) 1= e MOV (1Y) 11y (4.2)

Ito’s formula implies that

t
@} = {Vo(w) +/ e~ (— (4 M) Vo (V) + AoVo(aY))) ds
0

t
+ / e—(r-&-)\o)saomy;o‘/b/(xy;O)dWs } 1{t<Eo}'
0
Taking expectation on both sides, we have

t
E[®?] = Vo(2)E[l{i<goy] + E {/0 e(H/\O)s(—/\o)vl(zyso)d51{t<£o}]

t
+E |:/O e—(r+>\o)so.oxY80Vd(xYSO)dWs1{t<£0}:|

. _
= {Vo(x) ~-E { / e TNV (2Y0)ds

0 J

t -
—|—E|:/ 67(T+A0)500$Y30‘/0/(I‘Y30)dwg }e)\gt

0 i

. i
= {V((:c)—E[/ e~ TP\ V; (2YD)ds }e—kot.
0 J

The first equality is due to (3.2]); the second is due to the independence of & and W and
&o ~ exp(Ag). The last equality is obtained from the boundedness of Vj by Lemma and the

t
integrability of / (Y2)%ds. From the view of 1} we obtain
0

t
Vo(z) = E [e—““0>%(xyto)} +E UO e_(r"”\”)s)\o‘/l(sto)ds} .



Since Vy(z) < ¢pz from Lemma and r > pg from (2.1)), we have
B[ POm@y?)] < B ety

which tends to 0 as ¢ — co. As a result, since V7 > 0, the monotone convergence theorem implies

(1),
Since & ~ exp(Ag), (4.1) can be rewritten as

Vo(z) =E [e "V (2Y2)] = B [e7™0Vi(Xe,)] - (4.3)

From the view of (2.3), showing v; = V1, we obtain vg = V immediately. In what follows, we focus
on the proof of v; = V.
Step 2: Throughout the rest of this proof, we fix 8y = 1 and Xy = z. Now, we define

w(x), x>ua*,

V(x) :=m(x) v Vi(z) = { Vi),

T <z
We can then unify (3.3)) and (3.4)) into
—rVi(z) + AV (@) + M (Vo(z) = Vi(e)) +n(V(z) = Vi(z)) =0, x> 0. (4.4)

Here we aim to show the following by a similar argument to Step 1:

Vi(z) =E [/ODO e~ rFMAEDLN Vo (2, + gV (2Y,) Yt | (4.5)

To this end, we define
cp% = 67(r+>\1+n)tvl(xnl)l{t<£1AT1}a

where & := inf{t > 0]0; = 0}. In addition, recall that 77 = inf{t > 0|J; = 1}, that is, the first
investment opportunity time. Noting that P(t < & ATy) = e~ A1+ we obtain

t
E[of] = {v1 (2) ~E [ / e TN (A Vo (2Y)) + ¥ (2Y ) ds] } ¢~ Ot

from Ito’s formula and (4.4). By the same sort of argument as Step 1, (4.5]) follows.
Step 3: This step is devoted to preparing some notations. First of all, we define two sequences of
stopping times inductively as follows: £§71 = 0 and, for k € N,

,iﬁo = inf{t > fﬁfflﬁt_ = 1,0, = 0},
vhi=inf{t > 700, = 0,0, = 1}.
We call the time interval [52?11, 2%1) the kth phase. Note that each phase begins when the regime

changes into 1, moves to regime 0 midway through, and ends when it returns to regime 1 again.
Moreover, we define the following two sequences of i.i.d. random variables:

1. ¢1=0 0—1 0._ +0—=1 1—0
Uk'_k T Sk—1> Uk~—k — Sk .

10



Note that each U,i ~ exp(A;) expresses the length of regime 4 in the kth phase, and U,SU and U, ,11

are independent for any kg, k1 € N. For k € N, we denote by Ty the first investment opportunity
time after the start of the kth phase, that is,

Ty, == inf{t > €07}t = T} for some j € N}.

Note that T} is not necessarily in the kth phase, and Gfk may take the value of 0. In addition, we

define UP := Ty — €971 ~ exp(n), which represents the length of time from the start of the kth
phase until the arrival of the first investment opportunity.
Step 4: In this step, we shall show

Vi(z) = Eb® [e_rTfV(XTll) . (4.6)
Recall T} = inf{t > 0|¢; = 1 and ¢ = T} for some j € N}, that is, the time when stopping becomes

feasible for the first time.
First of all, we can rewrite (4.5)) as

Vi(e) = B [e Vo aYg L cupy + o VY L con) (4.7)
since U} is independent of Uf and P(U}" > t) = e~ Using and (4.7), we have
Vi(z) =E {e—rUll (e_’"U?Vl@Y(}llY(??)) Liyicory + e_TUIPV(‘TY(}f)l{Uf’<U11}}
= Bl (V@Y Y Vi L oy
+ V@YY Vi g cony ) L <vpy + ¢ V@Y Lwp cop |
= B[ U DV @Y YO Vi copynui <oty
e OOV @Y VYA g copiniu <oy + ¢ V) Lup <oy

Note that all random variables in the above are independent. Now, we denote

n n—1 n—1
- { - (ot o) b (<1 02) ) e cnere
k=1 k=1 k=1
72 —rUP Y7 1
forn €N, Zy := e V(aYyr)lpp<pyy, and
B k-1 s
Zp=exp{ —T Z(Ua‘l +UN+UC ) oV |2 H (YT};YI%Q) Yt}g’ I <oryniup <upy
j=1 j=1

for k > 2. Remark that, for k € N, we can rewrite Z, as follows:

Zy = e_rTfV(XTll)1{§g:>11ST11<511€—>0} (4.8)

11



when 6y = 1 and Xy = z. We have then, for any n € N,

Zg + ZZk
k=1

From Lemma |4.1| and the independence of all random variables, it follows that

n n—1 n n—1
E[Z)] <E [exp {—r (Z Ub+> U,S) } Vo (:v JIRGRNI Y(‘])g>
k=1 k=1 k=1

k=1

Vi(z) =E

n n—1 n n—1
<E lcoa: H (eiTUiY(}]%) H (ef’“U’gYI}Q = coT H E {efrUiY[}é} H E [eiTU’ng]g}
k=1 k=1 k=1 k=1

( Al )n( )\0 )H—l
< cox
T—/L1+>\1 T—/L0+)\0

i
J=

since
i .
E |e"VhY,

k

As a result, we obtain lim E[Z°] = 0. Since each Z}, is non-negative, the monotone convergence
n—oo

theorem implies that

Vl(x) = lim E

n—oo

=E

Z0+ zn:Zk
k=1

>7
k=1

Thus, (4.8)) provides that

V1 (3?) = El’x

IV (Xgy) Y 1{5211ST11<¢°}1 =E" [e_rTfV(XTﬂl{Tkoo}} '
k=1

On the other hand, e "V (X;) < e "(c; V a)X; holds. Since e”"*X; is a non-negative super-
martingale, it converges to 0 a.s. as t — oo by, e.g., Problem 1.3.16 of [I4]. As a result, we
have L L

El® [e—“Tl V(X)1 {T11<OO}} = El® [e—’“Tl V(XTll)} ,

from which (4.6]) follows. B B
Step 5: We define a filtration G = {Gn}nen, as G, := Fr1 and a process S = {5, }nen, as

Sy = e_TT;V(XT}L), where Ny := N U {0}. We have then, for any n € Ny,

S, > e_rT’}‘Vl(XTg) — e "TaRLY {e—rfllv(Xﬁl )}

y:XT711

_ i, —rTr 7 _ i,
B Tty [6] B sl

where Tll is an independent copy of 7. Thus, S is a non-negative G-supermartingale, and S,
converges to 0 a.s. as n — oo. On the other hand, Lemma 1 of [7] implies

T = {Tx|N is an N,-valued G-stopping time}. (4.9)

12



Since Sy > EL* [?n] > 0 for any n € N, the optional sampling theorem, e.g., Theorem 16 of
Chapter V in [5], together with (4.6)), yields that

Vi(z) = EY [Sy] > EM* [Sy] > ELe [efrT}Vﬂ.(XT}V)}

for any N.-valued G-stopping time N. Taking supremum on the right-hand side over all such N’s,

we obtain v; < V; from the view of (2.3)) and (4.9).
Next, we see the reverse inequality v; > V4. To this end, we recall N* := inf{n € N|XTH1 > a*}

and define S, := exp{71"T]{,*/\n}V(XTZ{,*A ) for n € Ny. As shown in Lemma S = {5 Ynen,

n

is a uniformly integrable martingale, which implies that

Vi(z) <V
E

n—roo n n—r oo

(r) = Sy = lim EY [g} _gle [hm 32}

b [T TNV (Xgy )| = BN [T TR (X )| S wia)
since V(z) = 7(z) for any x > 2*, and T',. € T. Consequently, we obtain
— _mla | —rTha
vi(2) = Vi(e) =B [ T n(Xgy )], @ >0,

and thus, the stopping time T%. is optimal. This completes the proof of Theorem (4.2 O

Lemma 4.3. S isa uniformly integrable martingale.

Proof. We shall prove this lemma by the same sort of argument as Step 2 of Section 3.2 in [7]. First
of all, for any n € N, we have

E"® [@J%q] =E"" [efrT"lV(XTﬁ)l{N*zn}|9n—1} +EM [B*TT}V*V(XT}V*)1{N*<n}|gn—1}

— e—rTTIL—lELy {e—rTllv(Xfll )j| 1{N*Zn} + €_TT1{/*V(XT}V* )1{N*<n}

=X
y=arl_,

_ efrT}L,lvl (XTﬁﬁl Jlin+>n} + e*rTﬁ,*V(XT}v* )N+ <n}

= e"'T'lzflv(XTnl_l)l{N*zn} + e_TT}V*V(XTJb* M ne<ny = St

where fll is an independent copy of T}. As a result, S isa G-martingale.
Next, we show the uniform integrability. To see this, we have only to show that

sup E* H?Z
neN

P
}<oo for some p > 1.

Since V(z) < (c1 V @)z, it suffices to see that

sup EL* {exp {=prTa-pn} X2,
N

] < oo for some p > 1. (4.10)
neN

*An
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Note that

t t
1
e P XP = 2P exp {p/ (/,695 —r— 201) ds +p/ OgédWS}
0 0
t t, 2 t
—1
= aP exp p/ ugs—r—&—piag, ds—/ p—agvds—&—/pagdeS .
0 2 0o 2 0

2
Now, we take a p > 1 satisfying pu; —r + %(p —1) <0 for any i = 0,1. Denoting

% . _—prT} yvp
Mn =e P ”XT“ TLEN(),

we can see that M* = {M},cn, is a nonnegative G-supermartingale. Thus, the optional sampling
theorem, e.g., Theorem 16 of Chapter V in [5], implies that

EL® [exp {—prT]{,*/\n} X;l

N*An

} =E"® [M.pn] < Mg =a?
holds for any n € N, from which (4.10]) follows. O

By Theorem [{:2] an optimal stopping time 7* exists as a threshold type with the optimal
threshold z* if V; in Proposition satisfies the boundary conditions (3.6) and . Moreover,
, and give expressions of the value functions v;,7 = 0,1 and the optimal threshold
x*, respectively. Although these expressions contain solutions to quartic equations, we can compute
the value of x* numerically and illustrate the value functions v;,7 = 0,1, e.g., for the case where
7(x) = (x —0.9)T — 0.1, r = 0.1, g = —0.1, g = 0.05, 09 = 0.2, 0y = 0.1, \g = 2, A\ = 1 and
1n = 1, we obtain approximately

vo(z) = —4.05 x 107%21718 1 0.102352, 0< 2 < 2,
O 0.1627528 — 012272612 1 0.802 — 0.83, 2 > z*,

(z) = —3.53 x 107521718 1 0112352, 0 <z < ¥,
V=9 0.0727528 — 0.9122612 1 0.882 — 0.87, x> o,

and z* = 1.250142442232948. Figure [1]illustrates the functions vo(z), vi(x) and w(x) by red, blue,
and black curves. Furthermore, it is immediately seen that the value functions v;,7 = 0,1 are
non-negative non-decreasing convex functions and v;(x) ~ a;x as © — oo for ¢ = 0, 1. However, the
magnitude relationship of vy and v; depends on how we take parameters. The function v; is larger
in the above example but simply replacing the values of pg and p; with 0.5 and —0.5, respectively,
reverses the magnitude relationship between vy and vy as illustrated in Figure Besides, x* for
this case takes the value of 1.152507688970727.
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5 Asymptotic behaviors

This section discusses asymptotic behaviors of the value functions v;,7 = 0,1 and the optimal
threshold x* when some parameter goes to co. To compare with results in preceding literature, we
consider the case where X is a geometric Brownian motion given as dX; = X;(udt + cdW;), that
is, 4 = po = p1 and o = o9 = 1. Then, simple calculations show that

2 - 2 ,
Bh=d- (i -5) 2ot ghodo s G- a4 5

2
ﬂg_é_:z_\/(é_g%) +%(A0+>\1+77+27"—\/(>\0+>\1+77)2—4/\077)» (5.1)
ﬁgzé_:z—\/(%_:z)2+o}2()\04‘)\1+77+27'+\/(>\0+)\1+77)2—4)\0’17).

5.1 Asymptotic behaviors as n — oo

When 1 — o0, investment opportunities arrive continuously, which means only the regime constraint
remains. First of all, we have

, 1 2 2Nt _ ,
lim gY = —M—\/<—M> —l—%:&f’ , and nlingoﬁg:—oo, (5.2)

1
n—oo 2 o2 2 o2

respectively, but the values of 34 and 85 are independent of 7. In addition, it follows that

CY)\Q Oé[?)\o =~
_— b — d b —aK 5.3
a0_>7‘—/1+)\07 a; — Q, 0 — r+)\0, an 1 — —« ( )
as  — oo. By (3.10) and (5.2)), we can see that
—BE +1)a BLaK BE —1)a —BLaK
pro St ha o Bpell —pe  GamDa g gy o Ak
Bi—Pr Bi—Pe Bi—Pp B4~ Pp

15



as  — oo, and PY,QY, PY,Q% converge to 0. By Proposition Theorem and (5.1)), we
obtain

(~B5 + Dazs, + fhak (m)ﬁﬁ , (85— Daat, — ghak ( .

H — L L L L
nlgrolovl(w)_ NBA_ﬁB Th BA_BB x5,

B
> , O<z<al,,
ar —aK, x>a%,

where 551 and ﬁé are given in (5.1)), and z}_ := lim z* given in 1' below. Now, we assume that

i

n—o00

l'l)m vi(z) > 7(z) for any x € (0,z%,). Since G&(8%) = A1 and GJ(BE) = —\o, we have
n—o0

o (=85 + Daxz, + BLOJW( x b4 (B% — Dazx?, — BLaf( z B
lim vo(z) = — 22 B SO0 B ( ) L P4 Moo A ( ) , O0<z<al,
n—o0 A1 B4 — Bs x3 Bi—Bg T

o0 o0
P . . * . U U . .
by (3.17). In addition, the continuity of Vg at z7_, togther with (5.3) and PY, Q% — 0, implies that

G~ %
. —U [ x aXg aK A\
1 = A — *
ni}H@lQ’Uo(I) 0 (m&) +7"7/L+>\0x 7”4*/\()7 T2 oo
L,— . U
where ("~ = lim 4 by lb and
n—oo
T . _& (—ﬁé + Daxi, + B]LBOJ? (ﬁf‘ — Doz, — Bf‘af( B alg - OJ?)\O (5.4)
Y BL — BE B% — B r—pt+X T T+
From the view of ([5.4)), we have
—)\opg Ao (—ﬂé + 1)04 (ﬁﬁ — 1)04 a)g

lim =—— —
n=e G (BY) Mo BX - B Bi—BE =t Ao

and ~ ~ _
lim -2QY X BEaK —BkaK  aK\g
n=o0 G (B7) MBE=BE  Bi-BE r+ro

Substituting for (3.13]) these limits and the limits obtained so far, we get the following:

(r—p+Ao) {()\o(ﬁﬁ — G T)BE + M (B — B+ o) + ¢ (B — 5§)>\0>\1} K

*
Ty =

(r-+ 20) { (o(B% — G )(BE — 1)+ M (85 — G )8k = D) = j+-do) + (G = (B — B YoM |
(5.5)
Pa K > K holds. In addition, for the case where a = 1 and K = 0, we

We can see that x*_ >

can confirm that the above result coincides with Proposition 1 of [19].

5.2 Asymptotic behaviors as \g — oo

As )\ tends to 0o, the regime 0 vanishes, and only the constraint on the random arrival of investment
opportunities remains. In other words, the model converges to the one treated in Dupuis and Wang
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[7]. In this case, it follows that

2
. . I I p 2(n+1) .
1 L — 1 U — - _ _ — ' 7/ 1 U = —
am fi=oo, I fi=5-73 \/(2 02> T LB T T (5.6)

lim ag,a1 = L, and lim by, by = — .
Ao—r00 r—u+n Ao—00 r+mn

aKn

Note that the value of Bé is independent of Ag. We have then /\lim Pj, Qﬁ, Pg, Qg =0, and
0—>00

_ _ 7
im PL—a, lim QL=—ak, lm PY—U"HO g _ref
Ao—00 Ao—>00 Ao—>00 rT—u+n Ao—+00 r+n

Moreover, G§ (8Y) ~ n — Ao as A\g — oo. By the same way as the previous subsection, we obtain
that

fy e = Tt {BF =D +m) + (1= Br + 0} K

Ao—o0 (r+m){B5-Dr—p+n+QQ-8Y)(r—mu}

(r+m)((r—p+mBs—(r—wpY —n)" 7

/2 \PB
a(x&—K)( ) , O<z<al,,

oo

lim v (x) = ~ ~
am_v1() ((r—u)a:c’go raK) ( x )Bg+ an aKn .

r—ptn T+

Tr — , X >X,
Loo reptn Tt

and lim wvo(z) = lim wvy(x) for any z > 0, where 8Y is the limit given in 1] As seen in [7],
Ag—>00 Ag—>00

r(r—p+m)

(r = p)(r+mn)

are satisfied. When oo = 0 and I = 0, the result in this subsection is consistent with [7].

we can prove that z,

K > K holds and the boundary conditions 1' and 1)

6 Conclusions

We considered a two-state regime-switching model and discussed the optimal stopping problem
defined by under two constraints on stopping: the random arrival of investment opportunities
and the regime constraint. Under the assumption that the boundary conditions and
are satisfied, we showed that an optimal stopping time exists as a threshold type. In addition, we
derived expressions of the value functions v;,7 = 0,1, and the optimal threshold z*, which include
solutions to quartic equations, but can be easily computed numerically. Asymptotic behaviors of
vi,1 = 0,1, and x* are also discussed. On the other hand, the assumption of the boundary conditions
might be redundant, as mentioned in Remark Thus, it is significant as future work to show that
the boundary conditions and are always satisfied using, e.g., a PDE approach discussed
in Bensoussan et al. [1].
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