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I ntroduction

Financial modelling has been an area of extremely rapid grawthe past 30 years, and some
extremely interesting mathematical challenges have exder@ne of the utmost importance for
real-life applications to derivatives trading is that ofilseation. Similar to common situations in
many areas of physics and engineering, once a model has bggessed, its parameters have to
be estimated using external data. In the case of derivatgetiing, those data are the liquid
(tradable) options, generally known as the “vanilla” prou It is well known since the pioneering
work of Litzenberger and Breeden| [1] and its celebratedresita by Bruno Dupire [3] that the
knowledge of market data such as the prices of vanilla optammoss all strikes and maturities is
equivalent to the knowledge of the risk-neutral marginélhe underlying stock distribution, and
moreover, that there is a unique one-dimensional drifttegsion which recovers exactly such
marginals. However, it has also been well-known for almeshany years that the evolutionin time
of the so-called “local volatility” is not stable, therelsalding researchers and financial engineers
to look for a more robust, stochastic volatility type of mbithg. In this paper, we consider the
calibration problem for a generic stochastic volatilityaett more precisely, we address the issue
of calibrating to market data a generic model with a stocgbastmponent and a local component for
the volatility process. Such models are very useful in icagcsince they offer both the flexibility
and realistic dynamics of stochastic volatility models] éime exact calibration properties of local
volatility models. In mathematical terms, the problem wasider is a non linear partial integro-
differential equation for which we are able to prove shortetexistence of classical solutions under
suitable assumptions. The paper is organized as follondid®el is devoted to the mathematical
formulation of the problem. Section 2, to notations andestegnt of the main result. In Section 3,
we recall some important technical results stemming froengdneral theory of parabolic PDE’s.
Section 4 contains the proof of the main result. Finally,t®eac is a short conclusion.

1 TheLocal and Stochastic Volatility model and its calibration

The LSV model is an extension of the Dupire local volatilitpdel. In the simplest situation - the
two-dimensional case - the dynamics of the model are givethéyollowing system of SDE’s

%S = a(t,S)b(Y%)dB! + pdt

d¥ = a(t,¥;)dB + &dt
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Here,(S,t > 0) is the stock price process afi4,t > 0) the stochastic component of the volatility.
The functionb simply transforms that factor into a proper volatilityis the local volatility part of

the model, choosing its value properly will enable us tolralie the vanillas of the modae.is the
volatility of the volatility factor andu and§ are drift terms that may depend on the state variables
and on time B! andB? are standard brownian motions with correlatjpn

In order to fit the vanillas of this model, we write the Kolmage forward equation on the joint

densityp(t, S y) of the couple S, Y;)
op 02 2 02 0% 1 0
5—@(2 bSZp)—@(pabaSp) 522 a’p)) + (Bp> 55('Sp +rp=0
(S,y,) (S S.Y=Yo)

with (Sp,Yo) the initial conditions. Taking|= | pdythe marginal of S, we get the equation
oq 02 1 2 5 0
5 3258 82/b pdy)) + 55(rSG) +rq =0

Using Dupire’s results from [3], we know thgthas to solve the following equation in order to fit
perfectly the vanillas of the market

aqg 0% 1 0
where ap is Dupire’s local volatility and contains the informatiobaut the vanillas we want
to reproduce. We identify the terms in this last formula. sThives us the value af?(t,S) =
03(t,S) qup =03 (t, S)ﬁf_y Eventually, the joint density that calibrates the smileaf model
is solution of the nonlinear partial integro-differentemjuation

op 0% 22 J pdy 62 Jpdy 1 @2 1 2

il T s a3 _

(Bp) 9 (rSp>+rp 0

The rest of this paper is devoted to the study of a more gem\edainensional version of this
equation.

2 Generalized equation and notations

Throughout this article, we denote by<Ot < T the time-variable and by = (x1,x2,...,Xn) €

Q c R" the n-dimensional space variable wh€lds an open subset with a sufficiently smooth
boundary (we will precise this notion later). When we coasithe equation from a financial
point of view, the first-variabley stands for the spot and the last 1 for the volatility. Hence,
we write S= x1, Y = (X2,...,%n). We also denote b’ =]0, T x Q the domain of definition
and byB = {0} x Q, BT = {T} x Q andC" =]0,T[ x dQ the different parts of the boundary.
Given the particular part played by the spot, we considler- {Sc R/Jy c R"1 (S)y) € Q} and
VSe Qs,Q5 = {y e R"™1/(Sy) € Q}. We are interested in the following equation:

. ap 62 n 02
O(p):= 5 = asz(plll )p)—;asa)q(pualai\/up)p)

Z ax.axJ

n
0
(pijaiaip)+ S =—(Bip)+yp=0 on D' UBT (1)
i1=2 S i;axi I



where(pij)1<i.j<n is a correlation matrix ie is symetric positive definite amdifies: pj = % for all
i and—3 < pij < 3 fori # j. We add the boundary conditign=¥ onBUCT with W constant on

CT. We also letpg denote the functiomq(t,Sy) = W(S y). The complexity of this equation stems
from the following integral term:

JagP(t, S Xz, .. Xn)dXo...dX, Jog P(t,Sy)dy

P9 = Jas P02, - X) Pt S X, - Xn) Do OXa — JosBP(Y)PE, S y)dy ?

(@) belongs to the class of nonlinear, parabolic and nohlegaations. An interesting reference
concerning that kind of equations [s [7]. However, our cagesd’t fall under the scope of that

paper: the operatdx.) is not defined oi€,(DT).
Let us now make a few remarks about our particular equation:

1. in the case of an equation with h) term, it becomes a classic linear equation of parabolic
type. That kind of equation has been properly solved foregeime time now, seel![4] arl[5].

2. whenbis constant, the problem is reduced to the previous remduis. dbservation is the key
to our resolution method. First, we suppose that b does ngttea much and approximate
the nonlocal termi (p) with a suitable constant. We then isolate the error madendutiis
process in the second term and use a fixed point method totha&veew equation.

3. in order to use this method and the results from [4], onddassume that the coefficients of
the equation belong to Holder spad¢s™"/2 (we shall define them in the preliminaries).

4. the question whether | is properly defined is natural. Tewam it, we have to prove that
fQ§b2(y) p(t,S y)dyis bounded away from 0. To do it, we assume that b is non-negatid

thatWP the initial condition is strictly positive. By restrictingurselves to short times, we are
sure that p is not too far from its initial condition and thastrictly positive.

5. from a financial viewpoint, it is natural to consider a dom@ cylindrical with respect to
the spot. However, since it may become very challengingudysa PDE on a domain with
corners, we reduce our study to domains witksection depending o8&

The theorem we will prove requires the following assumpgionb and¥.
(H1) b e CYR" 1), 3(81,82) € R?,0< 8 < b < & onR"M1

(H2)v2<i<n, |%—Ef\ < b* onQy whereb* is a constant we will choose later

(H3) W is strictly positive and irH2M"2, This gives us two results opg. First, pg belongs to
H2M/2(DT) and second

0 < po=infpp < supp="o

(H4) O(W) =0 ondB in a sense described in the preliminaries
Under the previous assumptions, we have the following tesul

Theorem 1. If the a; belong to H""/2(DT), are positive and bounded away from 0 by a stricly
positive constant e, if th@ are in H-""2(DT) and ify belongs to K""/2(DT), then, for i small
enough, there exis&< T* < T and a solution of the equatiofl (1) o DUBT .

The rest of the paper will be devoted to the proof of Theorerhdva.



3 Prdiminaries

In this section, we writ&y, and aix. without distinction. Let us start as inl[4] andl [5] with the

following notion of distance (P, Q) = [|x— X2+ |t —t’|]¥? whereP = (t,x) andQ = (t’,X) belong
to DT and|x| is the norm of the n-dimensionnal vectorGiven such a metric d, we can define the
concept of Holder continuity. For a function u, we write:

uf —supu  HE(w)— sup WD) WO
DT

T T T
ulp = lulg” +Hg (W)
PQeDT d(P,Q)h 0

HP" (U) < o if and only if u is uniformly hélder (exponertt) in DT. We denote byH%n"/2(DT)

the set of all functions u for Whictu|ﬁT < o0, Now, if all the derivatives used in the equation exist,
we write fork < 2:

T T T T T
ulRen = [UlR +Z[oxulR +... +Z|Okul} +|aulh 3)

where the sums are taken over all the partial derivativehefindicated order. We denote by
H¥N"/2(DT) the set of all functions u for whichul2,, < e. It is a Banach space and an algebra
with the norm given by definitionl 3. Indeed, for all u,vin"/2(DT), we have:

DT DT |,, DT
UVl h < JUlginIViken (4)

We can now make the assumptions alddlitmore precise: for every poi@ of CT, there exists an
(n+1)-dimensional neighborhood V such tNatiCT can be represented, for some i<l < n), in
the formx; = r(t, X1, ..., X—1,Xi+1, ..., Xn) With r, Oxr, 6§Xr, oir Holder continuous (exponent h) and
02, 04r simply continous.

We also have to consider functiogsdefined onBUCT. Such a function is said to belong to
HYX2 if there exists &V in HP/2(DT) such that? = ¢ onBUCT. We then definé|y,h = inf

W2, where the inf is taken with respect to all tHes in H¥"V2(DT) which coincide withy on

BUCT. This process defines a norm Biff""/2,
The following results will be useful in the proof of our resulhey concern the PDE:

o odu X 0°u I ou T
Lu:= e —i JZZla.J Oﬂ)m +i;b'<x’t)a_>q +c(x,t)u= f(x,t) on D UB (5)
u=y on BUCT
We shall need the assumptions:
« the coefficients of the operator L belongii@"™"/2(DT), letK; be a bound on their norm
n
» forall (x,t) in DT and for allg € R", 5" aij(x,t)&i&j > Kz | & [* (K2 > 0)
i,]=1
o P € HZM/2 and | f|PT < oo

In addition, given the assumption abddt, if we consider a functioy € HZ"2 for any exten-
sionW of Y, 0;¥ is uniquely defined (by continuity) on the bound@a of B, and the definition is
independent of. We denote this function (a#B) by d; . The other terms dfy are also uniquely
defined (by continuity) o@B. Thus, the quantityz( is well-defined oroB.



Theorem 2. Under the previous assumptions and if & f on 0B, there exists a unique solution
of the equatiofil5, this solution belongs t8'#/2(DT) and we have the Schauder inequality (with
Ky2 depending only on K on Ky, on h and on D)

t t
U2 < Kpz(Wl2en+[fIR) (6)
Furthermore, ify = 0, we can write a bound containing the time on the supremumeo$atution
' < tiol I8 (7)
where kK only depends on K on Ky, on h and om.

Proof: the first part of the result is classic, its proof caridaend in [4]. As to the result witlj) =
0, which is more original, one needs a result from [5] aboliine potentials and representation of
solutions of parabolic equations. It is the theorem (16fZeation IV.16 we shall use. One reads
that the solution of the equatidnh 5 wigh= 0 can be written as

t
u(x,t) :/ dT/ G(x,zt,1)f(z1)dz
0 Q
whereG is the Green'’s function for the operator L and verifies

IG(x,y,t,T)| < K(t—T) Zexp— K’|t_T

) (8)

with K andK’ two constants depending on the data of the problem. Usingthese results, we
get, for allt’ <t andxec Q

X yl2

t n
|u(x,t’)|§t|f|8t/ dT/ K(t—1) FTexp—K' "
0 Q

whereKq depends o1, onK», onhand onDT.

)dZ<t|f|0 KO

4 Proof of Theorem([I

We are interested in the equation

ap 62 ) n 62
E—@mnaln(mm —;asa ~(Psiasctiv/1(P)p)

a;aip)+ )+ 0 on D'uB'
|Jzzaxlaxj Pij ip) Zia| (Bip) +yp=

and want to prove the

Theorem. If the a; belong to H-M"2(DT), are positive and bounded away from 0 by a stricly
positive constant e, if th@ are in H-""2(DT) and ify belongs to H""/2(DT), then, for 5 smalll
enough, there exist< T* < T and a solution of the equationl (1) o DUB™".

Proof:
The assumption (H2) gives us some control over the variatidt. Let us denote bly = b(yp) a
strictly positive value taken by b (wityy € Q;f’ for some arbitrans € Qg). We use the assumption

on b to approximate the integral ternop) with 1/b?, the gap between those two quantities is
guantified with the



Lemma 1. There exists a constanyKdepending only on h, &, &, pp andQ) and a polynomial

function P strictly positive and increasing @i, such thatyp € HZMY2(DT) verifiying p < p,
we have N

t *
1(p) = 512+ VI 2+h < b"KoP(|pIZ;1)-

b2|

Remark. As a consequence of this lemma, we see'tpat H2""2(DT) verifiying p < p, 1(p)
belongs to HM/2(DT).

We then write the equation as

ap 02 2 02 P - 0 .
E_@(p”algzp ;asax' Pl|0(10h_ .,Zzaxiaxl puo‘lo‘lm"‘i;a_)q(g' P)+vp
02 1 02 1

- ﬁ(pllai(l (p) - E)p) +i;@(pm1ai( 1(p) — 5>p>

To solve this equation, we apply a fixed point method and usdetmmad_ 1L to get an upper bound
on the second term. ;
We take a real number> |po|5, , andt € R*% and letX} denote the set

Xe={pe H>M2(DY, [pRin<x % B pe PO+ B p—wonBUCT}

The setX! clearly contains the functiopp. We then consider the application M which takes a
functionu € X and sends it om € H2M2(DT) solution of the equation

O’V'—a—v 02( a? 1 i 010 aiav) + 3 -(Biv) +
=5 3 P11 1j2 ;asaxi P10 |_ IJZZGX'a X (Pij j I; [
2 1 2

P10 )+ 3 55 oo '“‘)‘é)“) ©

with the boundary conditiom= W onBUCT. The existence of v is given by Theoréin 2. Indeed,
the coefficients of this equation belong to the appropripéess and because of (H4) the necessary
condition
02 1 n 92 1
oy=— 20(W) — S)W a0 (y/1(W) — o)W
l‘IJ asz(pllul< ( ) 92) )+I;asax| <p1|ula|< ( ) b) )

ondB is verified. It remains to prove that this operator is eltiptiet (§;)1<i<n be n real numbers
and(t,Sy) € DT. We write f; = °‘—b1 andf; = a;j fori > 2, we have

Z pl]fl (t S,y i(t,SYy)E & > Kpi (t,Sy) E.2> er2252

i,|=1

where the existence &, is a consequence @fbeing a positive definite matrix. This proves the

ellipticity of the operator, v exists and belongsHd""/2(DT). We now want to show that for
suitablex andt, v belongs toX! ie that

Dt Po Po
< — —
V|7 <X 2 <Po+ >



For the first inequality, we apply 6

¢ ‘ 92 1 n 92 1 "
V2 < KHz(|w|E’+h+\@(pnG§(l(U)—?)U)fzzﬁ(pudldi( I(U)—E)UNE)

;
< Kpa(|W[2n+ P1205 (1 (U) — Ul + Zz\pluulul ) 221)

< Kya(|W[2n+ (|plla%‘2D+h+izz‘plialui|2D+h)(||( b2\2+h +V1(u) -~ 2D+h ulZn)
< Kez([Wl3in+ DK P(uZ p)lulf; ) (10)
whereK’ = (|p110(§\5’1h + _i\pliulo(i |2Dlh)Kb (we apply lemmall for the last line).
We remember that u bel(l):ngsxﬁ, thus|u|2Djrh < xand then

t T %
[VIZen < Kiz (W20 + B K'P(X)X)

. T
Takingx* = ma>(KHz(|lp|2+h+ 1), \po\2+h) andb* < W@ gives ugv|y, , < x*.
It remains to prove tha% <v<po+ %. Let us writev'=v— pp. It is clear that/'verifies

i oot L 2 1 - 02 (i 1
V= po+ﬁ(9110‘1( (U)—E)U)Jri;@(pnalau( (U)—B)U)

onDT UBT with ¥= 0 onBUCT (here we use the fact thdtis constant oicT).
We now apply the second part of Theorem 2, the inequality thisofunctionv”

2 n 2
~Dt 0 2 1 a ) ) 1 Dt
Vg < tKolO'po+ @(pnal(l (u)— EM +i;@(pna1a.( I (u)— 5>U)|o

< tKo(|O'polP" o a?(l(u 1u . 0 010 (+/1(u lth
< tKo(|O'polg +|@(p11 1(<>_E) >+i;@(ph 10 ( ()—5) )R )

< tKo(|O'pol§ +1) (11)

TakingT* Ko(|O’po\0 +1)= 2 , we get|v|o <> L . Eventually, since = pp+V, the last inequality
is proved and v belongs mj The appllcatlon M mapx)g into itself.
Using this statement, we construct a bounded sequgngg-n of functions belonging t(Xfo

* po has been previously defined
* by induction, we writepn1 = M(pn)

By construction, we havén € N, | pn|5’lh <X*. Repeated applications of the Ascoli-Arzela theorem
give us a functiorp € C?(D™") limitin C?>(D™") of a subsequence @k, Since

92 92
| ax|f§);J ( ) axig)r(]j (X/7t/> |

; 7t7
(X je—vper

Xt eD''} <x



We have

2
| axlax (X >_aa p,(xl,t/> |
! Xi0X) . ' T
I Pt e XD eDhh<x

And this computation being true for all the derivatives aajrey in the normH2""/2 we find that
pe H2hh/2

The last step of the proof is to take the limifin 9. The onlyuteseeded i$(pn) — 1 (p). Sincep, €
XXT the denominator is bounded away from 0. Two applicationthefdominated convergence
theorem give us the convergence we need. Thus, it is poseitd&e the limit il ® which gives us

op 02 a2l no 52

o asz(pll bzp ;asa)(' pllulal_ |Jzzaxlaxl pijaia;p) +Z\6X| Bip) +yp

2 2
- 5 ouai(p)= )P) + 3 3 (pucnan (VTP — )P

That concludes the proof of the theorem, p is solution of ouiagion.
Let us now prove lemma 1. By definition, we have:

‘I(p)——| -2 P9y J pdy | _ |M"
b? 2+h szpdy b2 2+h bszgpdy 2+h

1
?‘szpdy 2+h‘/ b2 b2 dy‘2+h

Let us compute one after another the terms appearing in ¢hm (we remember that those func-
tions only depend ohandS). Let (t,S) belong to]0, T| x Qs. We have

[ peSyE-twdy < [ pt.sy)ltF-bAy)idy<|pl’ [ o7~ By)idy

y

T * T
<1pB" [ 16%(00) - b (ldy <b'(n-2) | 1yo- iy pI}
y y
<b'K|plf’

here and in the rest of the proof, K stands for some constgeraing only on the data of the
problem Q, n, d1...) but not onp nor onb*. We get the last line from the following computation
wherey = (¥z, ., %) andyo = (%, ., Xy):

‘bz(yo) _bz(y)‘ = |b2(X,27~7X/n) _bz(X27‘7Xn)‘ < Zz‘bz X/27 7X|, Xi+1,- 7Xn (X,z,.,)ﬁ,,l,)(i,.,xn)‘

< 23| 0B b0l < (- 21y -



Now, let(t,S) and(t’,S) belong t0]0, T x Qs. We compute
| PS030 b))y [Pt Sy (b2(00) — b9y
< [ PESY — RSB 00) B Iy+ [ pSYIF0) ~ B (0)lcly
Q$n0g

+ /st\Qs p(t, Sy)|b*(yo) — b*(y)|dy

<HY (PP (1.8) [ [P0 b lay IR [ 1)~y

SNOS
QyNQy 7\

HPB' g g PP 00) ~ ) 0y

< b*K|plP" (D((t,9), (t,S) +/ |yo yldy-+ / |yo y|dy)

By assumption on the boundary of our domain, it is possmfmtd)a constant K depending only
onQ such as’S,S € Qs, [os ¢ [Yo—yldy <KD(S S). This gives us

[ pe? - )y < KPR
And sincel [ p(b? — b2)dyiBl, = | f p(b? —b2)dyiR" +| [ SP (02— b?)dyiR" +| [ JR(6% — bA)dylR" +
\fa 20— b2)dy|", we get from the previous computation

|/ P~ B3yl < b'K|pI3L
We now have to find a bound qmmh. Since p belongs toX].", we have|szlooly D" <

Now, let(t,S) and(t’, S) belong t0]0, T| x Qs. We write

‘ 1 1 _ Moy PO)RS . y)dy— Josb*(y)P(St,y)dy
JosP(VP(St)dY  fog P(Y)P(S,.y)dy —  Josb?(Y)P(Sty)dy[og DA(Y)P(S;t',y)dy

< KHY(p)D((t,9), (t,S))
We used the same kind of arguments than earlier, K denotesahether constant depending&n

52P0()

2, po andQ. This gives uijbzpdy|h <K(1+ \p|E ). As for derivatives ofj b21 gy for instance
with respect t&5, we have

v+ J ¥ 95t DT\2| D7
|08(fb2pdy> h (szpd )2|h = (l+|p|h ) |p|1+h

The same kind of computation is true for the derivative obselcorder
0 SRy or  2(/bP5edy? szgsg Yoor o DT\3(| /D" )2
Eventually, we get

1 T T T T T T
|m|g+h <K@L+[pBn+ (IPBen) 2+ (1PI5en)* + (IPIZen)* + (| PBsn)®)




Combining this result with the previous computations, wd fin
1 pr . t
1(p) — @I%h < b*KP(|p|2n)

with P a polynomial function of degree 6, strictly positive B* . Now, writing /I (p) —

l(p)— . . . . .
I(T)jbrzl' we find the same kind of results for the second term involvethé lemma. This con-
b

cludes the proof.

el

5 Conclusion

In this paper, we have shown that the equation driving thbredion problem for local and stochas-
tic volatility models is well-posed in the case of suital#gularized initial conditions. It is however
clear that the solution of the full Kolmogorov equation widirac initial condition does not obtain

as a consequence of Theorem 1 : possible extensions of altisrasvards this direction are cur-
rently being explored. Let us also mention that a gener@zaf Theorem 1 to multidimensional

correlation calibration have already been investigatebvati be presented iri 8]
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