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Abstract. We propose a method for obtaining maximum likelihood esti-
mates (MLESs) of a Markov-Modulated Jump-Diffusion Model (MMJDM)
when the data is a discrete time sample of the diffusion process, the jumps
follow a Laplace distribution, and the parameters of the diffusion are con-
trolled by a Markov Jump Process (MJP). The data can be viewed as
incomplete observation of a model with a tractable likelihood function.
Therefore we use the EM-algorithm to obtain MLEs of the parameters.
We validate our method with simulated data.

The motivation for obtaining estimates of this model is that stock prices
have distinct drift and volatility at distinct periods of time. The assump-
tion is that these phases are modulated by macroeconomic environments
whose changes are given by discontinuities or jumps in prices. This model
improves on the stock prices representation of classical models such as the
model of Black and Scholes or Merton’s Jump-Diffusion Model (JDM).
We fit the model to the stock prices of Amazon and Netflix during a
15-years period and use our method to estimate the MLEs.

Keywords: Diffusion Processes, Markov Jump Processes, Maximum
Likelihood Estimator, EM-Algorithm, Mathematical Finance

1 Introduction

Modelling the stock market is a central topic of mathematical finance due to the
importance of predicting values to help investors identify investments with better
returns. It is generally assumed that the stock prices may be represented by a
continuous-time stochastic process {S;}1>0 and that we may observe its values
at discrete times. From these historical data, we may estimate uncertainties and
predict stock market trends to help investors when making decisions.

One of the earliest model for {S;};>0 is the Geometric Brownian Motion
(GBM) introduced by Black and Scholes in 1973 [4]. This process is defined by
its initial value, drift and volatility; see equation (1) for a detailed definition.

The GBM is central to describe the behavior of a stock price in option pric-
ing models. However, since the works in [5], [13], and [14], it is recognized that
the market dynamics can not be modelled by GBM with constant parameters of
drift and volatility. One of its main drawbacks is that large and abrupt changes
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in the prices may not be accounted for without assuming that the process has an
artificially large volatility. The source of these abrupt changes may be macroe-
conomic events such as changes in the rate of economic growth, gross domestic
product, unemployment rates, and inflation.

In 1976, Merton [16] proposed a JDM for asset pricing to incorporate rare
and abrupt changes in the values of {S;};>0. The JDM adds, to the GBM, a com-
pound Poisson process where jumps are independent and identically distributed;
see equation (2) for a detailed definition. In Merton’s model the logarithm of a
jump is normally distributed [16], which renders some computations relatively
easier. On the other hand, Kou [12] modifies Merton’s JDM by replacing the nor-
mal distribution with the Laplace distribution, this becomes computational more
stable since the latter distribution is determined by one parameter only. Never-
theless, the continuous term of these models have constant drift and volatility
which does not completely reflect the behavior of real data; see, e.g., Figure 1.
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Fig.1: Amazon and Netflix stock prices, 15 year comparison.

Later models introduce random drift and random volatility parameters. e.g.,
in [10] and [11], the authors introduced the MMJDM which seeks to incorporate
more variables that may influence the values of the stock prices; see Figure 2 for
an example. In the MMJDM there is an underlying MJP that modulates both
the drift and volatility of {S;};>0. The heuristic for this mechanism is that,
abrupt jumps in the prices correspond to changes in the macroeconomic state of
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the market, therefore, not only a discontinuity occurs but also the process enters
a distinct phase that determines distinct drift and volatility. We assume that
the state space of the MJP represents the different environments of the financial
market and so it influences the drift and volatility of the diffusion. MMJDMs for
asset dynamics have been investigated in many works including [6], [7] and [9].
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Fig. 2: Path sample of a MMJDM; see Section 4 for details on the parameters.

In this paper, we are concerned with the estimation of parameters of a
MMJDM. Inference, when there are two states in the underlying MJP, was pre-
sented in [8]. Likelihood based estimation (including Bayesian) for MMJDM in
risk theory has been investigated by [1] and [2]. Our main contribution is Sec-
tion 3, where we present a methodology for the inference of the MMJDM for
the general case with m € N states and Laplace distribution for the logarithm
of each jump; see Section 2 for a detailed definition. We deal with maximum
likelihood estimation in the situation where we observe the diffusion process (at
discrete times) and no direct observations of the MJP are given. Therefore, the
data can be viewed as incomplete observations from a model with a tractable
likelihood function where the full data set consists of a continuous time record
of both the diffusion process and the MJP. We therefore use the EM-algorithm
(see, e.g. [15], [18]) to tackle the difficulties that arise from using incomplete in-
formation in finding the MLEs. Another natural methodology used to estimate
the parameters is through Markov chain Monte Carlo (MCMC) algorithms (see,
e.g, [1]). Although the MCMC method allows us to obtain more information
on the parameters from their distribution, in general, EM algorithms have two
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advantages: the speed of convergence and precision of the parameters are better
and the estimation does not depend on the choice of the prior distribution.

In the next section we define the MMJDM. The methodology to estimate
the parameters of the model is detailed in Section 3. Sections 4 and 5 contain
the simulation study and an analysis of real data from Amazon and Netflix,
respectively; we close with several conclusions in Section 6.

2 Markov-Modulated Jump- Diffusion Model

Before introducing the MMJDM, we present the definitions of both the GBM and
the JDM. The GBM is the stochastic process {S;}:>0 solution of the stochastic
differential equation (SDE)

dSt = /,LStdt+O'StdBt, (1)

where Sy > 0, p € R, 0 > 0 and {B;};>¢ is a standard Brownian motion.
The process {S;}1>0 is a JDM if it is given by the SDE

Ny
dS; = pSedt + 0SBy +d Y ASy, (2)
k=1

where, in addition to the initial value Sy, parameters u, o and {B;};>¢ we also

have a compound Poisson process Z,I:L AS) with intensity A > 0 and i.i.d. jump
sizes AS). We recall, as a warm up, that the solution for the JDM (2) is

N
1
Sy = Spexp ((M - 20'2) t+oB; +ZASk> .

k=1

For the MMJDM, we assume that, for some positive integer m, the financial
market undergoes a macroeconomic environment that evolves among m distinct
states. The financial environment is then given by a MJP {X,};>o with state
space E := {1,...,m} and intensity matrix Q := {¢;;}i jer. Let {Tx}r>1 and
{Ci}1>0 be, respectively, the jump times and the counting process that records
the number of jumps of {X;};>0.

Each of the jumps of the MJP represents the occurrence of abrupt events that
cause changes in the environment and we assume that state ¢ € E represents the
i-th most favourable and stable environment; from good growth and confidence
to crisis in the business sector.

For the stock prices {S;}:>0, we assume to have an initial state Sy > 0 and
vectors p = ({1, ..., fm) and o := (01,...,0p,) corresponding to the drift and
volatility of the stock prices at each state i € E. In addition, let {Jx }ren be a suc-
cession of independent random variables with Laplace distribution (0,7); these
variables will determine the jumps of the stock prices. The MMJDM associated
to the stock prices is the solution to the SDE given by

Cy
dSy = px, Spdt + ox,SedBy +d Y | AS), (3)
k=1
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where AS}, := (eXp(Jk) — 1) ST;, and {B;};>o is independent of {X,};>o. Note
that the parameters of the MMDJM are given by 0 := (Q, u, o, 7).

3 Methodology for the Maximum Likelihood Estimators

We deal with the situation where we do not have full observation of the MMJDM.
The data are observations S;, of the stock prices at discrete times 0 = ¢y <
t1... <ty =T, where A :=1t; —t;_; for i € {1,...,M}. Our aim is to find
the MLE of 6 when we only observe S := {S;,},; we consider this data as
an incomplete observation of a full data set consisting of both sample paths
S = {St}te[o,T] and X := {Xt}te[o,T]~
First, we find the likelihood function for the full data set and then estimate
conditional expectation of this full log-likelihood function given the observations
S. Assume that we count with (X¢ S¢); that is, a continuous observation of
the MJP and historical data of the stock prices. Then the likelihood function is
given by
L5(0) :=P(S°, X, 0) = P(S°| X% 0)P(X°; 0);
which may be expressed as
m | K N; Tij €Xp <_%) M
zi0) =[] | TTve | TI 11 ~ L) || @
i=1 |j=1 J=1k=2 \/2mAc? J#i

where

— Nj; is the number of jumps from state i to j,
— N; is the number of visits to state i, i.e., N; := Z;n:l Nij,
— R; is the total time spent at state i,
— K is the number of jumps K := > N;,
— 145 is the number of observations of S on the j-th visit of X at state ¢,
— Yijk = log(%) where s;;;, is the k-th observation of stock prices on the
Sij(k_
j-th visit of X at state 4,
— {; is the size of the j-th jump,
. 1.2
— 6j = [Lj — iaj'
In the case where the MMJDM is continuously observed, which is not a real-
istic assumption, finding the MLE is straightforward. For the case of incomplete
data, the overall methodology is summarize in Algorithm 1; we detail each of its

steps in the subsequent sections.

Algorithm 1 General algorithm when there are m macroeconomic states
1: Select a threshold to identify the jumps of the MJP.

2: Estimate the coefficient of the jumps, i.e., compute the MLE of 7.

3: Estimate the coefficients of the GBM, i.e., compute the MLE of p and o.

4: Estimate the intensity matrix of the MJP, i.e., compute the MLE of Q.
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3.1 Identify the jumps of the MJP

We will transfer the analysis of S to the log-yields Y := {y1,...,yas} which are

St; ;—
Stiil),forz—l,...,M.

Observe that if there are no jumps in (¢;_1,t;] we may write X; = j for
t € (ti—1,t;] and some j € E and so the process {S;}ie(t,_,,+,] may be regarded
as a GBM process with parameters y; and o;; see (1).

Thus, conditional on not having jumps in (¢;_1,%;] and using that {B:}i>0
and {X;};>0 are independent, we can solve the SDE in (3) and obtain, for
te (tifl,ti],

defined by y; = log(

S = St,Fl exp [(Sj(t — tifl) + O'j(Bt — Bti—l)] . (5)

Consequently, for i = 1,..., M, assuming that X; = j € F for t € [t;_1,t;] (ie.,
there are no jumps in such interval), we infer that y; ~ N(6;4, O’?A); that is,

Yi :6JA+UJ(Bti _Bti—l)' (6>

Heuristically, the logarithm of each jump Ji should be significantly larger
than the fluctuations of the diffusion over intervals of length A, at any of the MJP
states. Namely, we assume that 7! is significantly larger than max{|d;| : j € E}.
Consequently, we choose a suitable constant U > 0 and define Yy :={y; € Y :
ly;| > U}; we determine that S¢ has (at least) a jump in the time interval
(t;—1,t;] whenever |y;| > U.

3.2 Estimate the distribution of the jumps

Write Yy := {yi,, .-, Yir }- By assuming that there is at most one jump in each
of the intervals (t; — t;_1], we may associate y;, to the k-th jump of the process;
in fact, we heuristically argue below that y;, = Ji. Since |Ji| ~ Exponential(n)
we have that the MLE of 7 is given by

. K
= (7)
k1 |Yix
Indeed, assume that the k-th jump is contained in (t;_1,%;]. We may assume
that Xy, , = j, X, = j' for some distinct j,j' € E. Hence, y; € Yy is the sum
of Jy, and two perturbations; that is

Y; = Jk} —+ A.Pifl’j’k; + A-Pi,j’,k?;

where APy ~ N (5m|tg — k|, 02, |te — Tkl) Note that Jj is independent of
both AP;_; ;; and AP; ;s ;.. The variability of the distribution of Ji is assumed
to be significantly larger than the fluctuations of the continuous part of the
process in an interval of length A. We have that

‘ Apn,l + Apn,2

~0
JIn

which implies that the perturbations may be ignored, equivalently, y; ~ Jj.
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3.3 Estimate the coefficients of the GBM

Let us analyse now the yields that correspond to intervals with no jumps. If
y; € Y \Y; then X, = j for some j € E and t € (¢;1,¢;]. Therefore, (6) implies
that y; ~ N(J;A4, U?A). Hence, we may regard y; as an observation of a mixture
of normal distributions, and so we estimate the parameters p and o from the
observations Y \ YJ.

For ease of writing, let N := M — K and let Wy :=Y \Y; = {wy,...,wy}
be an enumeration of the yields that preserves the original order in Y. In what
follows we introduce a latent discrete variable Z := {z1, ..., zn5} such that z, = j
whenever w,, ~ N(5]7J])' in this case we say that w, belong to group Gj;.
Observe that, conditioned to having no jumps in the interval corresponding to
wy, the latent variable z,, coincides with X, for all ¢ in such interval.

For classifying Wiy, we can view each element w,, withn=1,..., N, as an
observation of a random variable W with a m-component finite mixture density
given by

(®)

1
Mj——= X = w— ;A
Z ,/ZTrUA p( A( )>

where ¥ := (7, u,0) and 7; are the mixing proportions; that is, >~

=1 ’/Tj =1
and for j € E, P(Z, = j) =: m; > 0. We have that

ijj (wn§ w;)
Zk 1 kak(wna 1/%)

Yz, (j) :=P(Z, = jlw,) = 9)

where ¥; = (1, 0;) and fj(wy; ;) is the probability density function of a normal
distribution of parameters (6;4,0%A).

We shall call (W, Z) the complete data set and refer to the actual ob-
served data Wy as incomplete. We apply the EM algorithm to classify Wiy
and, simultaneously, approximate the MLE of both g and o. We have that the
log-likelihood of the complete data (see [19]) is given by

N m
(P |Wn,Z) =W Z Zlog 7Yz, ()i 0+ Y D 1og (fi(wn|Zn = j; ;) -
n=1j=1 n=1j=1
(10)
Since the increments of the Wiener process {By};>0 are conditionally inde-
pendent (on MJP), so are their corresponding log-returns and we can use the
EM Algorithm 2 to estimate g and o.
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Algorithm 2 EM for estimation of g and o

1: Choose an initial value ¥(® := (7rj<.0>,5§0),0]2'(0))]':1,.“171, tolerance € > 0 and set
t=20.
2: E-step: Compute S(¥; @) := E[{(¥)|Wn; #] using (10) and set
(t) (t)
. 7 fi(wn; ¥;7)
Ten (D = T

) S was o)
forn=1,...,Nand j € E.
3: M-step: For j € E let
ﬂ_(t+1) _ 27]:[:1 Vzn (j)(tJrl) 5(t+1) _ 25:1 WYz, (F)
! N C Sy Ve (D
2t _ X (wn — 6 ) 0, ()
’ St Y (7)Y
4: Compute S(¥; w*+) using (10).
~ 1 (t+1) . 1
5: Ii 1S w®) — S, )| < g let j; = 6;” ) + 107 , 05 = \/032-&Jr ) and
stop.
6: Let t =t + 1 and go to E-step.

(t+1)

)

3.4 MLE of Q

Finally, it remains to estimate the parameter @ of the MJP process {X;}:>0. To
do so, we need to estimate the time the process spends at each state j € F and
the frequency of jumps from state i to state j, for distinct i,j7 € E. First, we
classify the clusters of yields between jumps, thus recovering the bulk of time
spent at each state j € E. The inference from the yields in which a jump is
involved is more delicate and is performed in Algorithm 3.

Let us decompose Wiy into K + 1 clusters,

{w?,...,wgo},{w%,...,w}h},...,{w{(,...,wffk ,

where {wf,...,wk } are the yields between k-th and (k + 1)-th jumps for 1 <
k < K and, similarly, {w{,..., w9 } and {wf*,... ,wk } are the yields before
the first jump and after the K-th jump, respectively.

We again refer to the latent variables Z to classify each cluster in one of the
m groups Gj, j € E. For j € E and 0 < k < K, we have that the probability
that the block {wf,...,w! } comes from the j-th density is

N Nk

Ti(f) =Pt = j,ooovzmy, = i, oowny) = [ PG = jlwd) = [[ra @), (1)
=1 =1

Thus, we partially reconstruct a path of the MJP for the time intervals
U,cKZO[rk_,r,:'], where r; is the time of observation w® and r,:r is the time of
observation wﬁk. We classify each cluster {w?, ..., w,’jk} using Iy (j) for j € E. If
the k-th cluster is in state j then X; = j for ¢ € [r; , 7).
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The values of { X} are still undetermined in the missing intervals, i.e., we can
only observe {X;} at the endpoints of interval [r,':,r,;l] for k=0,...,K — 1.
Hence, we use Algorithm 3 to , iteratively, simulate such missing paths and
estimate the MLE of each of the entries in the intensity matrix Q. Algorithm 3
is a Stochastic EM (SEM) algorithm (see, e.g. [17]); the E-step and M-step of
each of these algorithms are repeated until convergence, i.e., when the estimators
are observed to arrive at the stationary distribution. An advantage of using the
stochastic version of EM algorithm is that, by having the distribution of the
estimator, we can calculate confidence intervals for the MLE’s obtained.

Algorithm 3 SEM for the estimation of Q.

1: Choose an initial value Q° and make ¢ = 0.
2: Using the current Q¥, for each 0 < k < K — 1, draw a Markov bridge between the
observations X + and X - to generate a path X© = {X 5.
k k

—1

3: E-step Using X, we compute the corresponding statistics N;; and R; for all
i,7 € E in time interval [0, T7.

4: M-step The MLEs of g;; (see [2]) are given by

N,

41 . - 2+1 41

't =k i#Fh @ =D 0
' i

5. £=/{+1 and go to Step 2.

4 Simulation Study

In this section, we present the results of a simulation study that calibrates the
method presented in Section 3. We test the model with m = 3; that is, we con-
sider three states going from a stable economy to an unstable economy to crisis
in the sector. Hence, we may consider in the test that drifts u; are decreasing
(possibly ., < 0) while volatilities o; are increasing in i € E.

We consider a MMJDM {S,};>0 with the following parameters. Let

—0.002645503 0.002314815 0.00033068785

Q= | 0.003968254 —0.005952381 0.0019841270 | , (12)
0.005952381  0.001984127 —0.0079365079

p = (0.0059523810, 0.0011904762, —0.0009920635), (13)

o = (0.009449112,0.017817415,0.022047928), (14)

n = 250/33. (15)

We generate a sample path S = {S;, } ) where Sy = 100, Xg =1, A = 1 and
T = 1260, 2520, 3780, 5040, 6300, 7560, 8820. Observe that if A = 1 represents
one-day periods, then S represents, for example, the daily observations of the
stock prices during a 7-year period of time if 7" = 8820. In fact, the parameters 6
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may be proposed on a time scale of 1 year (252 business days) and then rescaled
to (12)—(15) which then may be interpreted as daily rates of the process.
Figure 2 shows a path of MMJDM {S;};>0 with the aforementioned param-
eters in the time interval [0, 1260]. The MLEs of 1 are presented in Table 1. The
MLESs of p and o for 1000 iterations are given in Table 2 and, Table 3 respec-
tively; Algorithm 2 was run with e = 0.05. We tried several seeds @9, Q(©) for
Algorithms 2 and 3. In this study, no dependence was observed in the estima-
tions except for the number of iterations, so we report the results using the seeds
that best represent the model.

Value
7.575757
5.897666
6.241154
7.756247
7.352301
7.144313

Error

1.678092
1.334603
0.1804897
0.2234567
0.4314449
6.994469|0.5812881
7.175147|0.4006109
Table 1: MLE of 5

j=1 j=2 7=3 Error

0.0059523810

0.0011904762

-0.0009920635

=~ 1260

0.0059469097

0.0027668870

0.0019743179

0.00001128

J
~ 2520

0.0066422130

0.0034594822

0.0025009336

0.00001782

J
~ 3780
fij

0.0066102728

0.0032372128

0.0020031847

0.00001359

= 5040

0.0063053813

0.0028402039

0.0020858060

0.00001231

J
=~ 6300

0.0059171341

0.0031332369

0.0017120427

0.00001108

J
= 7560
J

= 8820

0.0060495312

0.0030009829

0.0013917915

0.00000897

Hj

0.0060614045

0.0029881755

0.0008520252

0.00000664

Table 2: MLE of p;.

Finally, the MLE of the intensity matrix (after 1000 iterations) when T' =
8820 is given in equation (16). Figure 3 plots the iterations of the Algorithm 1
to find the MLE of Q and 95% confidence intervals; we estimate the standard
deviation of the MLEs through the Fisher information matrix (see [3]). We obtain

—0.003215818 0.002969198 0.0002466196
0.003882034 —0.005754555 0.0018725209
0.006037886 0.002097409 —0.0081352957

Q= (16)
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j=1 j=2 j=3 Error
o; 10.009449112[0.017817415/0.022047928
7;72%9(0.012769167|0.015921710[0.017703704/0.00003348
7;2°%910.009535770[0.015774837(0.017788880[0.0000223 1
7;°78910.009327915|0.015878260[0.018081729]0.00001950
7;°7%9]0.009104289(0.015999326(0.017911584]0.00002053
7;9°9910.009154862(0.015454727(0.018728368]0.00001668
7;7°%910.009237009]0.014904877(0.014904877]0.00001700
7;552910.014904877[0.014492026|0.019310947]0.00001854
Table 3: MLE of o;
5 Real Data

In this section, we fit the MMJDM for two sets of stock prices real data using
the method presented in Section 3. Each data set corresponds to Amazon and
Netflix daily stock prices from July 1st, 2005 to June 30, 2020; see Figure 1.
Thus, it is natural to consider a day as the unit of time; that is A = 1. This
historical data presents abrupt changes and these do not occur homogeneously
in time and so we may use the MMJDM model to fit the data; based on the
graphical evidence, we assume that the underlying MJP has three states.’

Following our method, the first step is to identify the jumps. We can observe
in the final prices of Netflix’s stock that the price suffers a change in its behavior
after March 20, 2020. This can be explained because in March many countries
introduced lockdown measures due to COVID 19 pandemic. In order to catch this
change in this behaviour the threshold U for the jumps was set to +4/0.01174792
for the squared log-returns. Similarly, the tolerance level for Amazon was set to
++/0.005068828. As we do not consider jumps in consecutive days, we have 39
jumps for Netflix and 41 jumps for Amazon. These were used to obtain the jump
parameter estimations 7 = 6.359798 for Netflix and 7 = 9.119797 for Amazon.

Algorithm 2 was run considering 1000 iterations; we use € = 0.05 and ini-
tial values as in (13) and (14). The MLEs obtained for the drift and volatility
parameters for both Netflix and Amazon are shown in Table 4.

Once the drifts and volatilities are estimated, we classified each cluster using
(11) and partially constructed the path of the MJP for each stock. The initial
value for both Qnrrx and Qanzn estimation was (12) and we set the EM
algorithm to 1000 initial iterations. The MLE for Qnrrx and Q apzn is shown
in equation (17) and (18); respectively. Finally, the graphs of the estimations of
Qnrrx and Qanzn are shown in Figures 4 and 5, respectively.

—0.009019071 0.009019071 0.000000000
0.010438460 —0.011664262 0.001225801 |,
0.000000000 0.017037859 —0.017037859

Qnrrx = (17)

3 Estimating the number of states is a classification problem is more complex and
beyond the scope of this paper.
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i Ly fj G J T fij j
110.44797175|—0.00026218670(0.01402849 1/0.45787160{0.0009578106(0.01093079
2(0.53779080| 0.0031193879 |0.03213458 2|0.48193159(0.0012029475(0.02213378
3|0.01423745|—0.00634970790|0.09737263 310.06019681{0.0041515128(0.04834662

(a) Netflix

(b) Amazon

Table 4: MLE of the weights, drifts and volatilities for Netflix and Amazon obtained
with Algorithm 2 with tolerance level e = 0.05.

—0.01060526 0.01060526 0.0000000000

(18)

QAMZN = | 0.01056306 —0.01108866 0.0005255957
0.00000000 0.01934920 —0.0193491966
z: Mf”k\“*”wv/‘”“”_’dfw H 'M,_/vwv«f:—wa T
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Fig. 4: Estimation of @ for Netflix stock.

6 Conclusions

We propose a methodology based on Maximum Likelihood Estimators to esti-
mate the parameters of the MMJDM process; this process models stock prices
whose drift and volatility are shaped by macroeconomic states.
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Fig. 5: Estimation of @) for Amazon stock.

There are two key properties of the stock market that the MMJDM describes.
First, changes in the macroeconomic states may lead to discontinuities or jumps
in the prices (disguised in the sample paths as abrupt fluctuations). Second,
when these changes occur they also modify the overall diffusion properties of
the prices. Although previous Jump-Diffusion Models incorporate the eventual
jumps in the process, the MMJDM also takes into account the changes in drift
and volatility that fortuitous events or news in the sector may entail.

Among the challenges faced in this work are identifying the jumps, classifying
the clusters of the log yields and optimizing the EM algorithms. We highlight
that, as the simulation study in Section 3 shows, the methodology is robust since
we are able to recover the parameters of the synthetic MMJDM.

The study with the real data on both Amazon and Netflix” prices qualitatively
reflects the same macroeconomic fluctuations. It is natural to conjecture that if
the states are ordered according to the degree of stability in the market then
the transitions between the stability and crisis will be sequential (e.g. before a
crisis hit, there is a period of increased volatility). It is remarkable to note that,
although this heuristic is not built into the model, there is no transition from
the stable to the crisis state (that is; 15 = ¢31 = 0).

Therefore we consider that the MMJDM more accurately represents the na-
ture of fluctuations in the stock market. Moreover, the methodology proposed in
this work to estimate the parameters of the process allows us to make inferences
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about the financial environments that favor a stock, which a useful tool in stock
value speculation.

As future work, one may generalize this method by replacing the JMP to an
underlying process where the length of stay in each stage follows a Phase Type
distribution. One may also fit the distribution of the jump sizes according to
the observed data. Finally, one may also consider methodologies that test for a
suitable number of macroeconomic states since, at the moment, we assume the
number of states m is given.
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