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Abstract

We study a one-dimensional Markov modulated random walk with jumps. It is assumed
that amplitudes of jumps as well as a chosen velocity regime are random and depend on a
time spent by the process at a previous state of the underlying Markov process.

Equations for the distribution and equations for its moments are derived. We charac-
terise the martingale distributions in terms of observable proportions between jump and
velocity regimes.
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1. Introduction

Telegraph processes with different switchings and velocity regimes are studied recently in
connection with possibility of different applications such as, for instance, queulni theory (see

Zacks (IZDM Stadje and Zacks | (IZDD_Zﬂ and mathematical biology (see

Special attention is devoted to financial applications ( SeelBaLanQALl (I20.0.’Z| )s
(@)) In the latter case, an arbitrage reasoning demands the presence of jumps.

The motions with deterministic jumps are studied in detail, see the formal expressions
of the transition densities in [Ratanov| (2007), IDi_Crescenzo and Martinuccil (2013). Such
a model is developed for the option pricing problem, which is based on the risk-neutral
approach, see Ratanov | (|2_O_Oj) If the jump amplitudes are random, the case is less known.
The telegraph processes of this type are studied earlier only under the assumption of mu-
tual independence of j jump values and jump amplitudes, see j (|20_O_41) and

). Similar setting were used for the purposes of financial
applications, |LQp§Z_aﬂd_BaLaﬂmL| (Izﬂld

We present here a jump-telegraph process when an amplitude of the next jump depends
on the (random) time spent by the process at the previous state. This approach is of
special interest for the economical and the financial applications, everywhere when the
comportment of process relates with friction and memory.

Assume that the particle moves with random (and variable) velocities performing jumps
of random amplitude whenever the velocity is changed. More precisely, the actual velocity
regime and the amplitude of the next jump are defined as (alternated) functions of the time
spent by the particle at the previous state. We assume also that the time intervals between
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the subsequent state changes have sufficiently arbitrary alternated distributions. It creates
an effect of damping process where a friction is generated by means of memory.

This setting generalises processes which were used before for market modelling by
Ratanov | (2007) and [Lépez and Ratanov | (2012).

The underlying processes are described in Sections 23l Section @ presents the result
which can be interpreted as a Doob-Meyer decomposition. Several examples with different
regimes of velocities and of jumps are presented.

2. Generalised jump-telegraph processes: distribution

Let (Q,F,P) be a probability space. Consider two continuous-time Markov processes
eo(t),e1(t) € {0,1}, t € (—o0,00). The subscript i € {0,1} indicates the initial state,
£i(0) = 7 (with probability 1). Assume that &; = ;(t), t € (—o0, 00) are left-continuos a. s.

Let {7, }nez be a Markov flow of switching times. The increments T, := 7, — 71,1 € Z
are independent and possess alternated distributions (with the distribution functions Fy,
Fy, the survival functions Fy, Fy and the densities fo, f1). We assume that 79 = 0, i. e. the
state process g; is started at the switching instant. The distributions of 7, and T}, depend
on the initial state i, i € {0,1}. For brevity, we will not always indicate this dependence.

Consider a particle moving on R with two alternated velocity regimes ¢y and ¢;. These
velocities are described by two continuous functions ¢; = ¢;(T',t), T,t > 0, i = 0,1. At each
instant 7, the particle takes the velocity regime c.,(;,)(Ty, ), where T, is the (random) time
spent by the particle at the previous state. We define a pair of the (generalised) telegraph
processes T;, i = 0,1 driven by variable velocities ¢g, ¢1 as follows,

76( ) 76 t; COacl ano (Tn) Tn)l{rn<t§’rn+1}a
t>0. (2.1)

T( ) 7-1 & COacl anl (Tn) Tn)1{7n<t§7n+1}a

The integral fot Ti(s)ds, i = 0,1 is named the integrated telegraph process.

Let N = N;(t) := max{n >0 : 7, <t}, t > 0 be a counting process. Notice that,
N;(0) =0 and eo(t) = (1 — (=1)No®)/2 and &, (t) = (1 + (=1)M®))/2.

The integrated telegraph process can be interpreted as the sum of random number of
random variables. If N;(¢) = 0, then

/T Li(Tos t); (2.2)
0

if N;(t) > 0, then the integrated telegraph process is expressed as

Ni(t)—1

t
/7? )ds = Z ey (r) (T3 Ty Tt 1) + ley(my, ) (T (1) T (1) 1) (2.3)
0 =0

Here "
1i(T;u,t) ::/ ci(T,s)ds, 1=0,1.
u



Notice that [;(T;u,s) +1;(T;s,t) = l;(T;u,t), i = 0,1. Simplifying we write [;(7;t) instead
of li(T; O, t).

In the same manner we define the jump component. Let hy = ho(T) and h; =
hi(T), T > 0 be a pair of deterministic continuous (or, at least, boundary measurable)
functions. Consider telegraph processes (2] based on h;(T") instead of ¢; = ¢;(T',-), i =0, 1,

Ti(t; ho, h) th Wl ct<riys 1=0,1.

An integrated jump process is defined in the form of compound Poisson process by the
integral
Ni(t)
L/TshdeN }: e (T i=0,1. (2.4)

The amplitude of a jump depends on the time spent by the particle at the current state.
Finally, the generalised integrated jump-telegraph process is the sum of the integrated
telegraph process defined by ([2.2])-(23]) and the jump component defined by (2.4):

¢
/Tsco,q ds—i—/Tsho,hl)dN(), t>0,i=0,1. (2.5)
0

It describes the particle which moves, alternating the velocity regimes at random times 7,,,
starting from the origin at the velocity regime ¢;. Each velocity reversal is accompanied by
jumps of random amplitudes, X;(t) is the current particle’s position.

Conditioning on the first velocity reversal, notice that

lo(To; )17, >y + [lo(To; 1) + ho(m1) + X1 (t — 71)] Lz <1}

(2.6)
X1(8) 20 (To; )1 5ay + 11(To; 710) + ha (1) + Xo(t — 1)) Ly <

Here 2 denotes the equality in distribution. At each of two equalities the first term rep-
resents the movement without velocity reversal; the second one is the sum of three terms:
the path till the first reversal, the jump value and the movement which is initiated after the
first reversal.

The distribution of X (t), ¢t > 0 is separated into the singular and absolutely continuous
parts.

The singular part of the distribution corresponds to the movement without any velocity

(0)

reversals; let P;”/, @ = 0,1 be the respective conditional distribution, if the initial state

i = ¢£;(0) is fixed: for any Borel set A we set

PO(A) i=P(X;(t) € A, Ny(t) =0), i=0,1.

)

We denote the corresponding expectation by IE { }. On the space of (contlnuous) test-

functions ¢ consider the linear functional (generalised function), ¢ — EE {p(X(t))}. Tt is
easy to see that

o0 [e.9]

(X)) = [ B ) = F0) [ el fimils)ds =< pl1:0), o>

—00 0

w



The generalised function

pi(i,£50) = /mt V(s /50 (s ) fioi(s)ds  (27)

can be viewed as the distribution “density”. Here é,(z) is the Dirac measure (of unit mass)
at point a.
The absolutely continuous part of the distribution of X;(¢) is characterised by the den-
sities
pi(z,t;n) = P{X;(t) € dz, N;(t) =n}/dz, i=0,1, n>1.

The sum
o
=> pilz,t;n)
n=1

corresponds to the absolutely continuous part of distribution of X;(t), ¢ =0, 1.
Conditioning on the first velocity reversal, similarly to (2.6) we obtain the following
equations, n > 1,

polx,t;n) = - fl(T)dT/ p1(x —lo(T;8) — ho(s),t —s;n — 1) fo(s)ds
0 0 (2.8)

pi(z,t;n) = OOO fo(T)dT/O po(x —i(7,8) — hi(s),t —s;n — 1) fi(s)ds

(if n = 1 the inner integrals are understood in the sense of the theory of generalised func-
tions). Summing up in ([Z8) we get the system of integral equations for (complete) distri-
bution densities,

po(z,t) =po(x,t;0) + - fl(T)dT/ p1(x —lo(T;8) — ho(s),t — s)fo(s)ds
0 0

p1(z,t) =p1(x,t;0) + h fo(T)dT/ po(w —I1(7,5) — hi(s),t — s)f1(s)ds
0 0

Here po(x,t;0) and p;(x,t;0) are defined by (2.7).
If ¢, c1 = const, hg, h1 = const equations (2.8) and (Z.9]) can be solved explicitly using
the following notations,

r—cit cot —

E=¢&(x,t) = and —¢&=

Co—C1 CO—Cl.

Notice that 0 < &(z,t) < t, if z € (e1t, cot) (say, co > c1). Define the functions g;(z,t;n),
1=0,1: for c1t < = < ¢pt,

AGAT
qo(z,t;2n) = o 1)'n'§n( _ gl

)\61)\711 el n7 n Z 17 (210)
q1(x,t;2n) :m5 (t—¢)

and
n+1)\1
qo(w,t;2n + 1) = (n1)2 gt —¢&"
P , n>0. (2.11)

q(z,t;2n+1) = (n1)? Mt —&)"
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Denote 0(z,t) = L e_)‘og_)‘l(t_g)l{0<£<t}-

co—ci
Equations (2.8]) have the following solution:
i(x, t; 0 —e Ntz — ¢t ,
il ) ( o ) | | (2.12)
pi(x7 t7 n) :ql(x — Jins t7 n)@(m — Jins t)7 n Z 17 1= 07 17

where the displacements j;, are defined as the sum of alternating jumps, jin, = > p_; R,
where i, = 4, if k£ is odd, and i, = 1 — 4, if k is even.
Summing up we obtain the solution of (2.9):

pi(z, t) —=e Mt . do(z — ¢4t)

+ 1 [)\ia(x — hy, )y <2 VoM (eot —z+ hy)(z — by — 0175)>
(2.13)

oA Co—C1
t— -t
m/ﬂem( Cl’f) Il(ﬂmm ) m)]’
cot — o —c1

%) 9 2n
where Ip(z) = Z (ZE/ ')) and I1(z) = I)(z) are the modified Bessel functions.
See the proof of (ZI0)- ZI3) in Ratanov | (2007).

3. Generalised jump-telegraph processes: moments

Using (2.9]) the equations for the expectations can be derived also. Let p;(t) := E{X;(¢)}
and [;(-) :== E{L;(T;t)} = [;° fi—i(7)li(7;t)d7, t > 0. Equations Z3) lead to

plt) = BAOLE) + [ (1) +1s) + BEGL(E = 90) fis)ds, i = 0.1,

Therefore the expectations p;, i = 0,1 follow the equations of Volterra type:

po(®) =aolt) + [ (e = 5)ols)as

. (3.1)
() =aa(®) + [ polt = ) fi(s)ds
0
where .
a;(t) == Fy(t)l;(t) + / (li(s) + hi(s)) fi(s)ds, i=0,1.
0
Integrating by parts at the latter integral we have
t o ¢ -
/ ZZ(S)fZ(S)dS = —Fl(t)ll(t) + / Q(S) i(s)ds,
0 0
which gives the following simplification for functions a;:
¢
a;(t) = /0 (Fi(s)ai(s) + fi(s)hi(s)) ds. (3.2)

Here we denote ¢(s) = E{ci(-;8)} = [J° fimi()ci(r38)dr, i =0, 1.



Equations for variances o;(t) := var{X;(t)} = E{(X;(t) — ui(t))*} can be derived simi-
larly:

a0t) =to(®) + [ o1(t ~ ) ols)as,
0 (3.3)

7i(0) =b6)+ [ oot = ) a(s)ds.

b(t) = Fit) (50 = () + [ (16 + 1) + st = 9) = () Fls)ds, i = 0,1

Generalising (B1))-(B.3]), we have the following result.

Theorem 3.1. Let g = g(z), —o0 < x < oo be a locally bounded measurable function.
Assume that

/000 fi—i(M)|g(x + li(1;t))|dT < 00, 1=0,1. (3.4)
Then the expectations
up(z,t) = E{g(x + Xo(1))},  wi(z,t) = E{g(z + Xu(t))}

exist, and they satisfy the system
[ee] t
uo(z,t) =Go(z,t) + /0 /0 ur(z +lo(738) + ho(s),t — s) f1(7) fo(s)drds, (3.5)
[ee] t
uy(z,t) =Gi(z,t) + /0 /0 ug(x +11(7;8) + ha(s), £ — ) fo(7) f1(s)drds, (3.6)

where Gi(z,t) = Fi(t) [o~ fi-i(T)g(x + li(75t))dT, i = 0,1.
Proof. Equations ([3.5)-(3.6]) follow by conditioning on the first velocity reversal, see (2.6]).
O

The equations for the moments ,uEN) (t):=E {Xi(t)N} , t >0, N >0 can be derived

by using Theorem Bl with g(z) = 2, see (B.5)-(B0).

Corollary 3.1. Let N =0,1,2,...
Functions u(()k)(t),ugk) (t), t >0,k =0,1,... N satisfy the equations

[e%¢) N t
ng () =Fo(t) /O f1<7>zo<nt>NdT+§j<J,f) /0 go.n—k(s)i" (t = ) fo(s)ds,
N e t (3.7)
w0 =R | fo<T>z1<T;t>NdT+Z<J,f) /0 gn-k(8)y (t = ) fi(s)ds.
k=0

Here goo = g1,0 =1 and
Gom(t) = /0 () (o(mt) + ho(£)™ dr,
Grm(t) = /0 " o7 ((m3 ) + b ()™ dr,

m > 1.



In general, systems ([B.1), (B.3]) and (3.7 have the form of the recursive Volterra equations
of the second kind:

W0 =0+ [ - ) ts)as,
0 (3.8)

W) =0 + W - ) fa(s)ds,

(N

i

)(t), 1= 0,1 are generated by the preceding moments, ,u(k) k=0,...N—1:

where a i

[e8) N—-1 t
_ N
o0 =Fo(0) [ om0 fr)dr + Y (k) [ goeo e = s) 51,
0 =0 0
(3.9)
_ o0 N-1 N t k)
agN) (1) ::Fl(t)/ L(m; )N fo(r)dr + Z </<:) / gl,N_k(s),u((] (t — s)fi(s)ds.
0 =0 0
Here N > 1.
System (B.8)) possesses a unique solution, see e.g. Linz] (@) Under appropriate

assumptions the solution can be found explicitly. Consider the following example. Let the
distributions of interarrival times are exponential:

fl(t) = )\i exp(—)\it), t> 0, 1= 0, 1.

In this particular case system (B.8]) is solved by

p(t) =alt) —i—/o (I + o(t —s)A) La(s)ds, (3.10)

where p(t) = (1 — e 2M)/(2)), 2\ := X\ + A\;. Here we use the matrix notations p =

N N N N
(M(() ),,U,g ))I7 a’:(a(() )7ag ))/7

0 )\0 _)\0 )\0
L = A = .
<)\1 0 ) and ( M =M
To check it, notice that system (B.8]) is equivalent to ODE with zero initial condition:

S Ault) + (), (0) =0,

d
where ¢ = d_? + (L — A)a. We get this equation by differentiating in ([B.8]) with subsequent

integration by parts. Clearly, the unique solution is

u(t):/o =M g (s5)ds. (3.11)

Integrating by parts in ([B.I1I]) we obtain

t
u(t) = a(t) +/ =M La(s)ds.
0
Now, the desired representation (3.10]) follows from

1 <)\1 + )\(]e_ZAt )\0(1 - e_ZAt))

exp{tA} =1+ So(t)A = ﬁ )\1(1 _ 672)\25) o + )\1672)\25

(3.12)



4. Martingales

Let Xo = Xo(t) and X; = X;1(¢) be (integrated) telegraph processes defined by (ZH]) on
the probability space (Q, F,P). Let p;(t) = E{X;(¢)}, i = 0,1 denotes the expectations,
and coefficients a;(t), i = 0,1 are defined by (32]).

Notice that by BJ) po = p1 = 0 if and only if ap = a; = 0, which is equivalent to the
set of identities, see (3.2)),

Fo(t)co(t) + ho(t) fo(t) =0 - -
Fl(t)él (t)+ hi(t)f1(t) =0 ’ = .

Let F;, t > 0 be the filtration, generated by {(Xo(s), X1(s)) | s < t}.

Theorem 4.1. The integrated jump-telegraph processes Xo and X defined by (ZI) are
Fi-martingales if and only if ([@J)) holds.

Proof. The proof can be done by computing the conditional expectation E{ X, (t2)—X;(t1) | F, }
for 0 < t; < to. Indeed,

to Ni(tg)
E{X;(t2) = Xi(t1) | Fi, } = E Ti(s;co,c)ds+ Y heyoy(Th) | Fiy
t1 n:Ni(tl)—Fl

to—t1 Ni(t2)—Ni(t1)
=" /0 Tawmaa(ti+9)ds+ >0 heg o) Taenin) | Fu
n=1
According to the Markov property applied to the processes ; = €;(t), N; = N;(t) and
{7} we have

Ei(tl + S) 256,'(151)(3)7 Ni(tl + 8) gNi(tl) + Nei(tl)(s)a s > O,

D.
TniN(t1) =Tn; Toq N(ty)

i~

Tn, n>1,

where &(s), N(s), 7, and T}, are copies of £(s), N(s), 7, and T}, respectively, independent
of F;,. Therefore,

E{Xi(t2) — Xi(t1) | Fu,} = B{X. 1) (t2 — t1)}-

Here Xsi(h) denotes the integrated jump-telegraph process, which is initiated from the

state €;(t1), and is based on (s), N(s), 7, and T},. The latter expectation is equal to zero,
E{X., () (ta —t1)} = 0, if and only if ([&I)) holds. O

Remark 4.1. Notice that if [@J]) holds, then the direction of jump should be opposite to
the (mean) velocity value.

Corollary 4.1. If the jump-telegraph processes Xy and X defined by (23] are martingales,
then

ci(t)

0) <0 vt > 0, (4.2)
*als) =00, =
/0 hi(s)ds =00, 0,1. (4.3)



Moreover, Xy and X1 are martingales, if and only if the distribution densities of inter-
arrival times satisfy the following integral relations:

Mﬂ:—i%em{Aiﬁgm}, i=0,1. (4.4)

Proof. Inequality ([d2]) follows directly from (4I]). Identities (@Il are equivalent to

&i(t) fi(t) SUFNVI
= — = — 1 E t 5 == 0, 1 45
R RO (1.5
Therefore o)
_ ci(s .
Ei(t) = dsb,  t>0,i=0,1.
0 =ewd [ 75} 0, i=0
The latter equality is equivalent to (£.4]).
Notice that by definition lim; o, F;(t) = 0. Hence, condition (&3] is fulfilled. O

In this framework various particular cases of the martingale distributions and the cor-
responding distributions of interarrival times can be presented by applying Corollary [£1]
Consider the following examples.

Ezponential distribution. Assume that functions ¢;(t) and h;(t) are proportional:

ﬁg;—% N >0,i=0,1. (4.6)
Relations (4] mean that the integrated jump-telegraph process is the martingale if the
distributions of interarrival times are exponential: f;(t) = \;exp(—M\;t), t >0, i =0, 1.
Identities (6] can be written in detail as follows. The (observable) parameters of the
model, i. e. the regimes of velocities ¢y, c; and the regimes of jumps hg, h1, satisfy the
equations

)\1/ ef)‘lTCo(T, t)dT = —)\Qho(t), )\0/ eiAoTcl(T, t)dT = —Alhl(t)
0 0

with some positive constants A\g and A;. These equations help to compute the switching
intensities A\g and A1 by using the (observable) proportion between velocity and jump values.
On the other hand, if mean velocity regimes are given, ¢y and ¢, from these equations we
can conclude that small jumps occur with high frequency, and big jumps are rare. The
direction of jump should be opposite to the velocity sign, see also Remark 411

Proposition 4.1. In the framework of (2.35]) we assume that the Markov flow of switching
times T = {Tk}z"zo has interarrival intervals T, — T_1, k > 1 which are exponentially
distributed with alternated constant intensities o, 1 > 0. Let the velocity regimes ¢; =
¢i(t) and jump amplitudes h; = h;(t) are given, and they are proportional as in (A0,
Cl(t)/hz(t) == —)\Z‘, 1= 0, 1.

The martingale measure for (Xo, X1) exists and it is unique.

Proof. According to the Girsanov Theorem, see Ratanov | (IZDD_ﬂ), we apply Radon-Nikodym
derivative of the form

d t
ﬁ =&E{ X"} =exp {/0 Ti(s; cg,c’{)ds} K (), (4.7

9



N;i(t)

where 7 (t) = [T,2 (1 + h:(nﬁl)) is produced by the jump process with constant jump
amplitudes h! = —cf/p;, and fg Ti(s; ¢, ci)ds is the integrated telegraph process with

constant velocities ¢; = p; — A;. Under the new measure QQ the underlying Markov flow
takes the intensities A;, ¢ = 0,1 (see Theorem 2 and Theorem 3 by Ratanov | (IZD.O.’Z'))
Therefore, process X;(t) becomes the martingale. U

Erlang distribution. Telegraph processes with Erlang-distributed interarrival times have

been studied by [Perry et all (1999) and [Di Crescenzo! (2001). In our setting, it is easy

to see that the martingale distribution can be obtained by means of alternated Erlang
)\?it”i_l

distribution for interarrival times, f;(t) = We*&tl{bo}, Fi(t) = Zi:_ol()\it)k/k!,
Ai >0, n; >1, i=0,1, if the velocities and jumps follow the proportion, see (@3],
Arni=l/(n; — 1)
s ORALYL

One can get the martingale measure by changing the intensities of the underlying Poisson
process (see Proposition E.T]).

More precisely, let (Q,F,P) be given probability space. Consider the Poisson flow
T = {7}, with constant switching intensities g, 1 > 0. Let G;, t > 0 be a filtration
based on this Poisson flow.

We interpret the governing Erlang flow (™) (t) as thinned Poisson: the system accepts
each n-th arrived signal. Let F; be the filtration generated by {T(™(s) : s < t}. Clearly,
Fr C Gy, V> 0.

All filtrations here are assumed to satisfy the usual hypotheses, see [Protter | (@)

Changing the measure by means of the Radon-Nikodym derivative defined by (7))
we pass from intensities fi9, p1 to intensities Ao, A1 (defined by (Z8])) for the underlying
Poisson process. Therefore, under the new measure the telegraph process with jumps,
X = X(t), t > 0 is G-martingale. Then X = X(¢), ¢t > 0 is again martingale, for the
filtration Fy, see Theorem 2.2, [Follmer and Protter/| (2011).

Another particular possibilities are the following.

ci(t)/hi(t) =

(4.8)

1. Weibull distribution. Assuming that
Ei(t)/hi(t) =—-N\tY, o >—1, \;>0,i=0,1,

we have f;(t) = \t® exp {—ﬁto‘i“} 1i~0.

2. Pareto distribution. Let 0 < A\g, A1 < 2. For by, by > 0 assume that
_ Ai
a()/hi(t) = ==

Hence, the martingale distribution is determined by a Pareto distribution for interar-
rival times, i. e. fi(t) = A\bjt " N1y, 0= 0, 1.
This distribution is in the domain of normal attraction of some \;-stable distribution,
see [Feller| (1971).

3. Logistic distribution. Let interarrival times T}, n € Z have (alternatied) logistic dis-

tributions with the density f;(t) = MI{QO}, see Di_Crescenzo and Martinucei |

(1+ePit)
M) This produces the martingale distribution, if

)\ieiAit
14 e Ait’

: 1{t>bi}7 1= 07 1.

&i(t)/hi(t) =

t>0.

10



4. Cauchy distribution. The distribution f; takes the form of Cauchy, such that f;(t) =
2a; /m 1 if
a4z H{t=0p 1
a;

&(t)/hi(t) = " @I OE —acana)) 2 0.

5. Uniform distribution. Let

ci(t)/hi(t) = g tost<as

1
Then, in this blow-up case, we have the uniform distribution, f;(t) = —1lo<i<a,.

A;
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