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Abstrat

We onsider an iterative Bermudan option priing algorithm based on piee-

wise harmoni interpolation and give an expliit onstrutive haraterisation of the

smallest �xed point of the iteration step as the approximate prie of the perpetual

Bermudan option. The same arguments work for a related iterative algorithm based

on the approximation of subharmoni funtions via the réduite assoiated with a

given losed Fσ subset of R
d
.



1 Introdution

We intend to approximate the funtion that assigns the value of a Bermudan option

with payo� funtion g and no dividends to the logarithmi start pries of the under-

lying assets by pieewise harmoni funtions. In the �rst step, we will ompute a

pieewise harmoni approximation to the funtion that assigns the European option

prie assoiated with g and the Bermudan's maturity T > 0 to the logarithmi

asset pries at the penultimate time T − t where exerise is possible. Then we

iteratively ompute the expetation of this funtion after time t, disount, take the

maximum with the payo� funtion g, and perform a réduite-based interpolation (in

the one-dimensional setting: a pieewise harmoni interpolation).

Now we would like to answer the following questions: Given the stationarity of

perpetual Bermudan option pries, an we prove that there exists a minimal �xed

point of the iteration step desribed above (whih would then be an approximation

to the perpetual Bermudan prie)? If so, an we haraterise it expliitly? Is the

iteration step monotone?

First, we will disuss these questions in the one-dimensional setting � very little

knowledge of potential theory has to be assumed for the proofs in that setion.

Seond, we shall generalise that approah to higher dimensions; this will entail a

few tehnial subtleties.

2 Pieewise Bermudan option priing for options

on one asset

Consider {a0, . . . , am} ⊂ R, the set of (mutually distint) support absissas, and let

L : C∞(R, R) → C∞(R, R) be the in�nitesimal generator of a Markov semigroup
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of operators on Lebesgue measurable funtions from R to R. We all a funtion

f ∈ C∞(R, R) P -harmoni (or shorter: harmoni, if no ambiguity an arise) if and

only if Lf = 0. Let (Pt)t≥0 denote the semigroup generated by L.

For the following, assume L to be a seond-order di�erential operator, that is,

there are onstants β1, β2 ∈ R suh that

L : f 7→ β1f
′ + β2f

′′.

A funtion g : R → R is said to be subharmoni (superharmoni) if and only if

g is right- and left-di�erentiable (thus, letting Lg beome well-de�ned as a funtion

from R to R ∪ {±∞}) and Lg ≥ 0 (Lg ≤ 0, respetively).

In partiular, the supremum (in�mum) of ountably many harmoni funtions is

subharmoni (superharmoni).

Lemma 1. Given two support absissas and ordinates, there is a unique har-

moni interpolation, provided L is a seond-order di�erential operator with a

non-trivial seond-order part (i e β2 6= 0) or a non-zero �rst-order part (i e

β2 6= 0).

Proof sketh. The uniqueness is a onsequene of the maximum priniple for

harmoni funtions. The existene follows (in our one-dimensional setting) by

distinguishing the ases delineated in the statement of the Lemma. If L is a

seond-order operator and it has only a non-zero term of seond order, then the

spae of solutions are all a�ne-linear funtions from R to R. This spae is two-

dimensional. If there are terms of di�erent order, the spae of solutions will have

basis elements of the form exp(α·) and we have to solve a linear or quadrati

equation to �nd the α (or α's) satisfying this linear or quadrati equation. Sine

L is sub-Markovian, there will be at least one real solution to this equation for
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α.

The Lemma implies

Corollary 1. There annot be more than two linearly independent harmoni

funtions: There is a anonial monomorphism from the spae of funtions to

the � two-dimensional � spae of pairs of subordinates.

Lemma 2. A subharmoni funtion from R to R is onstantly zero if it has

three zeros.

Proof. The left- and right-di�erentiablility of subharmoni funtions entail that

for all subharmoni g, Lg will be de�ned as a funtion from R to R∪{±∞}.

If there is only a �rst order non-zero term, the spae of harmoni funtions will

just oinide with the spae of onstant funtions.

Lemma 3. 1. Pieewise harmoni interpolation with respet to the support

absissas {a0, . . . , am} preserves subharmoniity on [a0, am]: The interpo-

lating funtion dominates the interpolated funtion on A := [a0, am], and

if the interpolating funtion f equals the harmoni funtion fi on [ai, ai+1]

for all i < m, then we have f = sup{f0, . . . , fm−1}.

2. The interpolating funtion f is stritly dominated by the interpolated fun-

tion I(f) on the intervals (−∞, a0) and (am, +∞).

Proof sketh. 1. The domination part follows from the maximum priniple

for harmoni funtions. From the maximum priniple, we also get for all

i < m − 1 that if fi 6= fi+1, then

{fi = fi+1} = {ai+1} .
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Now there are two possibilities: either fi < fi+1 on (−∞, ai+1) and fi >

fi+1 on (ai+1, +∞) or the other way round fi > fi+1 on (−∞, ai+1) and

fi < fi+1 on (ai+1, +∞). However, in the former ase, the interpolating

funtion would equal fi∧fi+1 on [ai, ai+2], whih is superharmoni, and it

would also dominate the subharmoni interpolated funtion η on [ai, ai+2].

Then, η − (fi ∧ fi+1) would be nonpositive and subharmoni on [ai, ai+2]

and it would have three zeroes, in ai, ai+1 and ai+2. By Lemma 2, this

an only be true if η− (fi ∧ fi+1) = 0 on [ai, ai+2]. Thus, η = fi ∧ fi+1 on

[ai, ai+2]. Sine η is subharmoni on [ai, ai+2], so must be fi ∧ fi+1 then,

and therefore, fi ∧ fi+1 is harmoni on [ai, ai+2]. This means fi = fi+1

(as both fi and fi+1 are harmoni) whih ontradits our assumption

that fi 6= fi+1. Therefore, fi > fi+1 on (−∞, ai+1) and fi < fi+1 on

(ai+1, +∞) for all i < m.

Indutively, this yields f ≥ fi on [a0, am] for all i < m, hene f =

sup{f0, . . . , fm−1} on [a0, am].

2. The funtion f − I(f) is subharmoni on (−∞, a1] and it has two ze-

roes in a0 and a1. Moreover, it is nonpositive on (a0, a1). Beause of

Lemma 2, then f − I(f) has to be positive or negative on (−∞, a0). In

the former ase, we are done. In the latter ase, due to the maximum

priniple, f −I(f) must be dereasing and therefore in a0 we would have

L (f − I(f)) (a0) < 0, whih is absurd. A symmetri argument works for

the proof of the domination of I(f) by f on the interval (am, +∞).

Lemma 4. Pieewise harmoni interpolation to a set of support absissas {a0, . . . , am}
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is monotone on [a0, am] in the sense that if f ≤ g on [a0, am], then the piee-

wise harmoni interpolation of f will be dominated by the pieewise harmoni

interpolation of g on [a0, am].

Proof. Use the maximum priniple on eah of the intervals [ai, ai+1] for i <

m.

Lemma 5. Let I : R
[a0,am] → R

R
denote the operator of pieewise harmoni

interpolation with respet to the set of support absissas {a0, . . . , am}. Let f :

R → R be subharmoni on R. Consider a harmoni funtion h : R → R,

assumed to dominate f : f ≤ h on R. Then I(f) ≤ h on R.

Proof. From the previous Lemma 4, we already know that I(f)(x) ≤ I(h)(x)

holds for all x ∈ [a0, am]. However, I(h) = h, hene I(f) ≤ h on [a0, am] and

from Lemma 3, we onlude that h ≥ f ≥ I(f) on the intervals (−∞, a0) and

(am, +∞).

Theorem 1. Let I : R
[a0,am] → R

R
again denote the operator of pieewise

harmoni interpolation with respet to the set of support absissas {a0, . . . , am}.

Let g be a subharmoni funtion, let c be nonnegative and subharmoni, and let

h be harmoni. Let c be, moreover, harmoni on eah of the intervals [ai, ai+1]

for i < m. Suppose c ≤ g on [a0, am] and c, g ≤ h on R, r > 0 and let t > 0.

Now de�ne

K : f 7→ I
(

e−rtPt (I(f) ∨ c) ∨ g
)

↾ [a0, am]

as well as

Q :=































f ↾ [a0, am] :

f : R → R subharmoni, f ≥ c on [a0, am],

∀i ∈ {1, . . . , m − 2} f harmoni on [ai, ai+1],

f harmoni on (−∞, a1), (am−1, +∞), f ≤ h































.
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Then K maps the onvex and bounded subset Q of C0[a0, am] ontinuously to

itself. Moreover, due to Lemma 1, Q is a subset of a �nite-dimensional subspae

of C0[a0, am] (this subspae being the spae of all funtions from [a0, am] that

are harmoni on eah of the intervals [ai, ai+1] for i < m. By Brouwer's Fixed

Point Theorem, K has got a �xed point in Q. Finally, K is a omposition of

monotone funtions on [a0, am] and therefore monotone as well.

Proof sketh. We an divide the proof for K(Q) ⊆ Q into three parts:

1. The one of subharmoni funtions is losed under ∨, under Pt, under

multipliation by onstants and under pieewise harmoni interpolation

I (f Lemma 3), therefore the image of Q under K an only onsist of

subharmoni funtions.

2. The upper bound on the elements of the image K(Q) follows from the

monotoniity of Pt and I (Lemma 4), ombined with the equations Pth =

h and I(h) = h as well as the Lemma 5: First, we may state e−rtPt (I(f) ∨ c)∨

g ≤ h for all f ≤ h, whih by Lemma 5 allows us to dedue

I
(

e−rtPt (I(f) ∨ c) ∨ g
)

≤ h

for all f ∈ Q.

3. The lower bound follows again from the monotoniity of I, but this time

only by exploiting c ≤ g on [a0, am] and employing the fat that the spae

of those funtions that are harmoni on eah of the intervals [ai, ai+1]

for i < m is invariant under the omposition of I with the restrition to

[a0, am] (yielding I(c) = c on [a0, am]).

Sine c is nonnegative, we get that Q is bounded by sup[a0,am] h ≥ 0 as a subset

of C0[a0, am], and beause Q is �nite-dimensional, we may apply Shauder's
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Theorem, provided we are given the ontinuity of K. However, this last assertion

follows from the maximum priniple.

The existene of a minimal �xed point for K an be proven onstrutively as

well:

Corollary 2. Let us adopt the notation of the previous Theorem. Then the

sequene (Kn(g ∨ 0))n∈N0
is monotone on [a0, am], bounded and dominated by

h. Therefore we have the existene of a limit on [a0, am] given by

∀x ∈ [a0, am] q(x) := lim
n→∞

Kn(g ∨ 0)(x) = sup
n∈N0

Kn(g ∨ 0)(x).

This limit is an element of Q and therefore an be anonially extended to the

whole of R. By the ontinuity of K, q is a �xed point of K. On [a0, am], the

onvergene in the last equation will be uniform.

Proof. The only part of the Corollary that does not follow diretly from the

preeding Theorem 1 is the uniformity of the onvergene and that q will be

harmoni on eah of the intervals [ai, ai+1] for i < m. However, monotone

onvergene on ompat sets preserves harmoniity and is always uniform (f

e g Meyer [3℄ � or, more diretly, Port and Stone [4, Theorem 3.9℄ if P is the

Brownian semigroup).

Lemma 6. In the preeding Corollary's notation, q is the minimal nonnegative

�xed point of K.

Proof. Any nonnegative �xed point p of K must be greater or equal g on [a0, am].

Therefore the monotoniity of K on [a0, am], implies

∀n ∈ N0 p = Knp ≥ Kn(g ∨ 0) on [a0, am],
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yielding

p ≥ sup
n∈N0

Kn(g ∨ 0) = q on [a0, am].

Example 1 (Bermudan vanilla put in a speial Blak-Sholes model).

Assume

P := (Pt)t≥0 :=
(

ν−µt,σ2t ∗ ·
)

t≥0
,

where

σ > 0, µ := r −
σ2

2
,

thus P an be pereived as the semigroup assoiated to the logarithmi prie

proess under the risk-neutral measure in the one-dimensional Blak-Sholes

model). We will assume that (possibly after a linear hange of the time sale)

σ = 1. De�ne

g := K − exp .

(the payo� on exerise of a one-dimensional put option with strike prie K).

The in�nitesimal generator of the Markov semigroup P is

L =
1

2
∆ − µ∇.

Thus, if we assume

1 − 2µ = 1 − 2r + σ2 ≤ 0, (1)

that is, µ ≥ 1
2 , we obtain

Lg = −

(

1

2
− µ

)

exp ≥ 0,

hene g is, given the ondition (1), P -subharmoni. We an �nd the P -harmoni

funtions for µ 6= 0 (otherwise they are simply the a�ne linear funtions) by
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observing that for all α ∈ R,

0 = L exp(α·) =
1

2

(

α2 − 2µα
)

exp(α)

⇔ α ∈ {0, 2µ} .

If µ 6= 0, the funtions 1 : x 7→ 1 and exp(2µ·) : x 7→ e2µx
are two linearly

independent harmoni funtions, thus by Corollary 1, we have already found a

basis for the spae of harmoni funtions. If µ = 0, the harmoni funtions are

exatly the a�ne linear funtions. In order to obtain the setting of Theorem

1, we will assume µ = 1
2 , thereby making g = K − exp (the payo� on exerise

of a put option with strike prie K) as well as h = K harmoni. Then learly

g ≤ h. In order to satisfy the onditions on c if we set c = 0, we ould assume

in addition

am ≤ lnK

(where am is the maximal support absissa) for instane.

3 Réduite-based approximation of Bermudan op-

tion pries

Suppose P is a Markov semigroup on R
d
(d ∈ N) and L is the in�nitesimal generator

of P . We will all a funtion f : R
d → R subharmoni if and only if

∀t > 0 Ptf ≥ f

holds pointwise. A funtion f : R
d → R will be alled superharmoni if and only

if −f is subharmoni, and f : R
d → R will be alled harmomi if it is both super-

and subharmoni.
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Let U denote the operator of upper-semiontinuous regularisation, that is, for

all funtions f : R
d → R,

Uf = inf
{

ℓ ≥ f : ℓ : R
d → R subharmoni

}

(of ourse, this is a priori only de�ned as a funtion taking values in R∪{−−∞}).

Consider a harmoni funtion h : R
d → R and a losed Fσ set B and de�ne the

réduite operator R = Rh,B on the set of all subharmoni funtions f : R
d → R

dominated by h via

Rf := U
(

sup
{

ℓ ≤ h : ℓ : R
d → R subharmoni, ℓ ≤ f on B

})

.

It is a well-known result from potential theory (f e g the work of Paul-André Meyer

[3, Théorème T22℄) that there will be a greatest subharmoni funtion dominated

by f on B and that this funtion will be equal to Rf . Moreover, we have that

f = Rf on B exept on a set of potential zero, in probabilisti/potential-theoreti

jargon

f = Rf q.e. on B,

where �q.e.� is, as usual, short-hand for �quasi-everywhere�. Now de�ne

Q :=
{

f ≤ h : f : R
d → R subharmoni

}

.

Then our de�nition of the réduite operator R implies Rf ≤ h (as h is domi-

nating the funtion whose upper-semintinuous regularisation is, aording to our

de�nition, the réduite Rf of f) and our potential-theoreti haraterisation of the

réduite � as the greatest subharmoni funtion dominated by f on B � ensures the

subharmoniity of Rf . Therefore,

R : Q → Q.
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We also have that U is monotone (in the sense that for all f0 ≤ f1, Uf0 ≤ Uf1)

so that R must be monotone as well (from the ⊆-monotoniity of sup and the

de�nition of R).

Hene

Lemma 7. Adopting the notation of the preeding paragaph, R : Q → Q and

whenever f0 ≤ f1, Rf0 ≤ Rf1.

Let g : R
d → R be a subharmoni funtion suh that g ≤ h and let r > 0. The

next step is going to be the onsideration of the following family of operators:

φt : f 7→ e−rtPtf ∨ g

for t ≥ 0. If f ≤ h, Ptf ≤ Pth = h for all t ≥ 0, sine the operators Pt are positive

and linear, and h was assumed to be harmoni. Thus, sine g ≤ h and r > 0, one

must have φtf ≤ h for all f ≤ h and t ≥ 0. Moreover, the operators Pt preserve

subharmoniity and the maximum of two subharmoni funtions is subharmoni

again, therefore φtf must be subharmoni for all subharmoni f . Finally, sine Pt

is monotone, φt has to be monotone for all t ≥ 0 Summarising this, we obtain

Lemma 8. Using the notation introdued previously, φt : Q → Q and whenever

f0 ≤ f1, φtf0 ≤ φtf1 for all t ≥ 0.

As a onsequene, we derive from the two Lemmas 7 and 8 the following:

Corollary 3. If we de�ne Kt := R ◦ φt (adopting the notation of the previous

paragraph), we have Kt : Q → Q and whenever f0 ≤ f1, Ktf0 ≤ Ktf1.

This already su�es to prove the following

Theorem 2. Let t ≥ 0. Then for all n ∈ N0,

Kt
n+1(g ∨ 0) ≥ Kt

n(g ∨ 0). (2)
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Furthermore,

q := sup
n∈N0

Kt
n(g ∨ 0)

(whih a priori is only de�ned as a funtion with range in R ∪ {+∞}) is an

element of Q and indeed is the least nonnegative �xed point of Kt.

Proof. 1. The proof of equation (2) is a straightforward indution on n where

we have to use the monotoniity of Kt in the indution step.

2. Sine Kt maps Q to itself, the whole sequene (Kt
n(g ∨ 0))n∈N0

is bounded

by h. This entails q ≤ h as well. Applying Beppo Levi's Theorem on

swapping sup and

∫

·dµ � for bounded monotonely inreasing sequenes

of measurable nonnegative funtions and an arbitrary measure µ � to

the measures Pt(·, x), x ∈ R
d
and the sequene (Kt

n(g ∨ 0))n∈N0
, we an

exploit the subharmoniity of the funtions Kt
n(g ∨ 0), n ∈ N0, to dedue

∀x ∈ R
d Ptq(x) = sup

n∈N0

Pt (Kt
n(g ∨ 0)) (x)

≥ sup
n∈N0

Kt
n(g ∨ 0)(x) = q(x),

whih is the subharmonoity of q. As we have already seen, q ≤ h, so

q ∈ Q.

3. If we employ Beppo Levi's Theorem again, we an show that Kt and

supn∈N0
ommute for bounded monotonely inreasing sequenes of fun-

tions. Thereby

Ktq = sup
n∈N0

KtKt
n(g ∨ 0) = sup

n∈N

Kt
n(g ∨ 0) = q.

4. Any nonnegative �xed point p of Kt must be greater or equal g∨0. There-

fore by the monotoniity of sup and Kt,

sup
n∈N0

Kt
np ≥ sup

n∈N0

Kt
n(g ∨ 0) = q.
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Example 2 (Bermudan put option with equidistant exerise times in t · N0 on the weighted arithmeti average of a basket in a speial Blak-Sholes model).

Let β1, . . . , βd ∈ [0, 1] be a onvex ombination and (Pt)t≥0 =
(

ν−t/2,t

)

t≥0
. Then

one has

L =
1

2
∆ −

(

1

2
, · · · ,

1

2

)

· ∇

(f e g Revuz and Yor's exposition [5℄), and both

g : x 7→ K −

d
∑

i=1

βi exp (xi)

and h := K (where K ≥ 0 is the option's strike prie) are harmoni. Moreover,

obviously g ≤ h. This allows us to dedue that whatever losed Fσ-set B ⊂

R
d
we hoose (for the sake of omputational e�ieny one ould think of a

triangulisation for instane), the (perpetual) Bermudan option priing algorithm

that iteratively applies Kt (where t > 0 is the exerise mesh size of the option)

to the payo� funtion g∨ 0 on the log-prie spae, will monotonely inrease and

will have a limit whih is the smallest nonnegative �xed point of Kt.
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