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Remarks on the American Put Option for Jump
D iffusions ¥

E rhan Bayraktar #*

A bstract

W e prove that the perpetual Am erican put option price of an exponential Levy process
whose jum ps com e from a com pound P oisson process is the classical solution of its associated
quasivariational inequality, that it is C? except at the stopping boundary and that it is
C! everywhere (ie. the smooth pasting condition always holds). W e prove this fact by
constructing a sequence of functions, each ofwhich isa valie function ofan optim alstopping
problem fora di usion. T he sequence is constructed sequentially using a functional operator
that m aps a certain class of convex functions to sn ooth functions satisfying som e quasi-
variational inequalities. T his sequence converges to the value function of the Am erican put
option uniform Iy and exponentially fast, therefore it provides a good approxin ation schem e.
In fact, the value ofthe Am erican put option isthe xed point ofthe fiinctional operatorwe
use.

1 Introduction

Let ( ;F ;P) be a complte probability space hosting a W iener process W = fW ¢;t Og
and a Poisson random measure on R, R with mean measure (@x)dt (in which is a
probability m easure on R, ) independent of the W iener process. W e will consider a M arkov

processX = fX;t  Og ofthe form
Z

dX = K y)dt+ K )dW ¢+ Xt (z 1)N @dt;dz); @a)
Ry

In which the drift and the volatility coe cients are given by
x)= x; ®X)= x x 0; Prsome ; 2R ,; @2)

In thﬁ context of the Am erican option pricihg problm , we will take = r , In which
gr XV(@dx) < 1 (a standing assum ption) so that X is the price of a security and the
dynam ics in [I.Jl) are stated under a risk neutralm easure.

T he value function of the perpetual Am erican put option pricing problem is

V ®) = supE*fe " hX )g; 13)
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mhwhihh®)= K x)'.

W e will show that V is the classical solution of the associated quasivariational inequality,
and that the hitting tin e of the Interval (0;L ) isoptimal Pr some 3 2 (0;K ). M oreover,
the value function is in C1 (©0;1 )) \ C2((0;1 ) fl g) (the sn ooth pasting condition holds
at L ). We will prove these results by observing that V. in fact is the lm it of a sequence of
value functions of optim al stopping problm s corresponding to the geom etric B row nian m otion.
Since this sequence converges to V exponentially fast, and the optin al stopping problem s for
geom etric Brownian m otion are easier to solve, this w ill provide an algorithm whose accuracy
versus goeed characteristics can be controlled. W ew illin fact prove thatV isthe xed pointofa
finctional operator that m aps a certain class of convex flinctions to a class of an ooth fiinctions
that are classical solutions of quasivariational inequalities.

R ecently, M ordedki (2002) developed a representation result for the price of the perpetualput
Am erican option on exponential Levy processes In tem s of the n mum of the Levy process
at an independent exponential tin e using the uctuation theory for Levy P rocesses. This was
generalized to other rew ard functions by M ordecki and Salm Inen (2006) using a representation
they developed for the value fiinction ofthe optin alstopping problem fora Hunt process in term s
of an integral of its G reen function w ith respect to a Radon m easure, see their Theoram 3.1.
This theorem is a very general veri cation lemm a: ifone can nd function satisfying the weak
assum ptions of this theoram , then that function is the valie function of the optin al stopping
problem . This theorem was then used to study an ooth pasting principle W hether the value
finction isC ! at the stoppigboundary) in Exam plk 5.3. Itwasproved that the value finction of
the optin al stopping problem of an exponential Levy process w ith exponential Jum ps is an ooth
everyw here exoept the stopping boundary w hen the rew ard function ism axf0;x g. T he approach
In Exam ple 53 relies on being able to determm ine the G reen function of the underlying process
explicitly, which is In tum used to determm ne the R adon m easure in the integral representation.
Thistask m ay be di cul when the jum ps com e from other distributions.

A 1ili and K yprianou (2003), on the other hand, analyzed when sm ooth pasting principle is
satis ed for the Am erican put option pricihg problem for exponential Levy processes using the
resul ofM ordedcki (2002). O ur proofcan be considered as an altemative proofto theirs because
we do not rely on the uctuation theory of Levy processes and sin ply use results from classical
di usion theory by transform ing the original problem for an exponential Levy process into a
sequence optin al stopping problem s for a di usion using a suiable functional operator. A Iso,
we prove that the value function is the classical solution of the corresponding quasivariational
nequality, which is not carried out in /A 1ili and K yprianou (2003) or n M ordedki (2002). The
presentation in the paper assum esthat the Jum psocom e from a com pound P oisson process, w hich
is a little bit restrictive. But after going through the details one m ight note that it is possible
to consider M arkov processes other than Levy processes using our approach (€g. we can take

%) = ax+ band &)= <+ d). An Inspection of our proof reveals that our m ain resul
(the fact that the value function is the classical solution of the corresponding quasivariational
nequalities, see Thm [2.1]) for the perpetual put option holds even for the nite horizon case.
M oreover, the approxin ating sequence of fiinctions we construct converges to the value fiinction
exponentially fast, which lends itself to an accurate num erical in plem entation.

W e will tackle the optin al stopping problem by de ning a sequence of fiinctions (each of

w hich corresponds to an optin al stopping tim ) iteratively using a certain functional operator
and show that this sequence converges to the valuie function (or that the value function is the
xed point of this operator) and that the functional operator m aps a certain class of convex



functions to a certain class of am ooth functions w ith the right properties. Since it m ay not be
clear to the reader how one would conceive this particular sequence or the functional operator,
here, we would lke to give an intuitive explanation: A very natural sequence that com es to
m ind is the optin al stopping problm s w ith tim e horizons equal to the jum p tin es of the Levy
process. Foreg. the rst function In this sequence is the value function of the optin al stopping
problem when the decision horizon isthe rst jum p tin e ofthe Levy process, w hereas the second
function corresponds to the value function of an optim al stopping problem whose investm ent
horizon is the second jum p tin e. Strong M arkov property suggest that one can w rite the second
function In tem s of the st one (@ D ynam ic P rogram m ing P rinciple) . W hen one does so she
can com e up w ith the fiinctional operator that we use for the iteration. T his sequential approx—
In ation technique that we use to prove our result was also one of them ain tools In solving opti-
m al stopping problem s associated w ith quickest detection problem s In IBayraktar et all (2006),
B avraktar and Sezer (2006) and D ayanik and Sezer (2006). T he optin al stopping problem s in
Bayraktar et al. (2006), Bayraktar and Sezer (2006) were for a m ultidin ensional piecew ise de—
termm inistic M arkov process driven by the sam e point process and the one in D ayanik and Sezer
(2006) was for a particular jum p di usion process. T his technique treats the piece-w ise deter—
m inistic processes and jum p di usion processes in the sam e way. T herefore, using the sequential
approxin ation technique one nd out whether by adding an independent B row nian m otion to
the state process, which is Initially a piecew ise determ inistic M arkov process, one can an ooth
out the value function at the boundary between the optim al stopping and continuation regions
(@and see when the klore holds).

Surprisingly, the value function of the Am erican put option price for an exponential Levy
processwasnever represented asa lin i ofa sequence ofoptin alstopping problem s fora di usion
by taking the horizon of the problem to be the tin es of jum ps of the Levy process), which is
a natural representation. T he purpose of this note is to illustrate how this natural technique
that was recently used In solving quickest detection problem s can be used to solve a welkknow
problem in M athem atical Finance. O ther, som ewhat sin ilar, approxinm ation technigues were
used to solve optin al stopping problam s for di usions (ot jum p di usions), see eg. A lvarez
(2004k) for perpetual optim al stopping problem s w ith non-am ooth pay-o functions, and |C arx
(1998) andBouchard et all (2005) for nite tin e horizon Am erican put option pricing problem s.

T he next section prepares the proofofourm ain resul T heoram [2.]]. H ere is the outline ofour
presentation: F irst, we w ill Introduce a functional operator J, and de ne a sequence of convex
functions (v, ( ) o successively using J . Second, we w illanalyze the properties of this sequence
of functionsand itslimitvy; ( ). Thistumsouttobea xed pointofJ. Then wew ill ntroduce a
fam ily of functionaloperators R 1)pr , Study the properties of such operators, and obtain explicit
representations for them . The explicit representation of R; in plies that R 1f satis es a quasi-

variational inequality for any positive function f. Next, wewillshow thatRf( )= Jf( ), fora
unique 1= 1[f],when f is in certain class of convex finctions @which lnclidesv, ( ), 0 n 1 ).
Ourmain result will ollow from observing thatvy; ( )= Jv = Ry, v1 -

2 A Sequence of Optim al Stopping P roblem s for a D i usion

Let us de ne an operator J through its action on a test function f as the value function of the
follow ing optin al stopping problem

Jfx)= supE* e "hX )l . gt e FIEX )1e
25
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in which

1 = Infft 0:X. 6 Xg; 22)
isthe rst jyomp time ofX . Since 1 is ndependent of the Brownian m otion W ,
Z
Jf (k) = supE* e ™ sfE)dt+e ©T) hx?) (23)
28 0
in which 7
Sfx)= f xz) dz): 24)
Ry
Here,Xo=tho;t Og is the solution of
2= ® Hat+ ® Haw x0=x; 2 5)
whose in nitesim al is given by
A 12<>dz+ ) — 2.6)
= - TR)— —: .
2 dx? dx

Let us denote the increasing and decreasing fiindam ental solution of the ordinary second order
di erential equation @A u) (x) ct+ )= 0by () and’ ( ) respectively. Let us denote the
W ronskian of these functions by

W)= ) (v @.7)
For the geom etric B row nian m otion

24282 24222

1
x) = x 7 T =x  ; hwhih = i @.8)

=e eg.Borodin and Salm inen (2002), p. 132.

T he next lemm a show s that the operator J in [2.3)) preserves boundedness.

Lemma 2.1 Letf :R;y ! R; ke abounded function. Then Jf is also bounded. In fact,

0 kJfk, khk; + - kfkp : 2.9)
r
Proof: The proof ©llow s directly from [2.3).
Let us de ne a sequence of functions by
vo( )=h( ); n¥v1=Jvw( );n O (210)

T his sequence of finctions is a bounded sequence as the next lemm a show s.
Corollary 2.1 Let (7y)n, o beasin 2.10). Foralln O,

h() w() 1+ — khk : @11)
r



Proof: The rst inequality follow s it m ay not be optin al to stop inm ediately. Let us prove
the second inequality using an induction argum ent: Observe that vp ( ) = h( ) satis eR11l).
Assum e [2.11)) hods orn = n and Xkt us show that it holds or n=n+ 1. T hen using [2.9)

kvnt1ki = kdvnk khk; +

1+ — khk; = 1+ — khk; : 212)
r+ r r

Lemm a 2.2 The operator J in [2.3) preserves order, ie. whenever or any wi;ws Ry ! Ry
satisfy f1( ) £( ), then J£( ) J%£( ). The operator J also preserves convexity, ie., if
f :R;y ! R4 isa convex function, then so is Jf ( ).

Proof: The fact that J preserves order isevident from (2.3). Note that iff ( ) isconvex, so is
Sf ( ).Because ofdrift and volatility are linear ﬁmctions,xo isIinear in its initialcondition. T his
In plies that Sf X S) is convex a convex function of the mnitialvalue x orallt 0. T herefore,
the integralin [2.3) is also convex in x. Sinceh X ) is also convex in x and the upper envelope
(suprem um ) of convex functions is convex the second statem ent In the lemm a follow s.

Asa corollary of Lemm a[2.2 we can state the ©llow ing corollary, whose proof can be carried
out by induction.

C orollary 2.2 The sequence of fnctions de ned in (2.10) is an increasing of convex functions.

Rem ark 2.1 Letusde ne,
vi ()= suppn (): 213)

The fiinction v; ( ) is wellde ned as a resul of[Z.11)) and Corollary 2.2. In fact, it is convex
because it is the upper envelope of convex functions and it is bounded by the right-hand-side of
2.1 .

W ew ill study the functions (v, ( )) and ¥ ( ) m ore closely, since their propertiesw illbe useful
In proving ourm ain resul.

Corollary 2.3 For each n, v, ( ) is a decreasing function on [0;1 ). The sam e property holds
forvy, ().

Proof: Any convex finction that is bounded from above is decreasing.

Rem ark 2.2 Since x = 0 is an absorbing boundary, forany £ :R; ! R4
Z
t

Jf0)= sup e ®)S £O)ds+ e ‘TT'h(0) = max
©2£0;1 g O +r

£O);h©) - (2.14)



Rem ark 2.3 (Sharper upper bounds and the continuity of the value function). The upper
bound in [2.1)) can ke sharpened using C orollary and Rem ark [2.2. Indeed, we have

h() w%() h@)=khk =K; foreachn; and h( ) v () h@) =khk =K:
(215)
Tt ©llows from this cbservation and Comllary 23 that x ! v, &), Preveryn,andx ! v (x),
are continuous at x = 0. Since they are convex, these functions are continuous on [0;1 ).

Rem ark 2.4 The sequence of finctions (v, ( ) o and its lim it v; satisfy

Dyvy( ) 1 frallnand Dv; () 1; 216)

in which the function D 4 £ ( ), is the right derivative of the function £ ( ). This ollows from the
facts that v, 0) = vy 0) = h(©0) = K, and vy () Vi (X) hx)= ®& K)¥, brallx 0,

n 0 and that the functions v, ( ), n 0, andv ( ), are convex.
Lemm a 2.3 The function v; ( ) is the smallest xed point of the operator J.
Proof:
Z
Vi ()= SupVy () = sup supE* e ¥ syxddtte ) hx?
n 1 n 1 28 0
Z
= supsupE* e &It Sg(XS)dt+ e ) hx?) @.17)
2Sn 1 0
Z
= spE* e Y S@pn)&)dtre ¥ hK?) = JIv &)
28 0 n 1

In which Jast line follow sby applying the m onotone convergence theorem twice. Ifw Ry ! Ry
is another function satisfyingw ( ) = Jw ( ), thenw ( ) = Jw ( ) h( 9 =)v An induction
argum ent yields that w vh (), Pralln O, from which the result follow s.

Lemma 2.4 The sequence fv, ( )g o converges uniform Iy to vi (). In fact, the rmte of con-
vergence is exponential:

n

vhp X)) v ®) vy )+ khk; : (2.18)

Proof: The st mequality follows from the de nition ofv; ( ). The second inequality can
be proved by induction. T he inequality holds when we set n = 0 by Ram ark [2.3. A ssum e that
the Inequality hods forn = n > 0. Then

Z
v, (X) = supE* e EHE Sy ®)dt+ e ) hx©)

2s 0

Z zZ n
supE* e Wt syxddtte ) hx )+ dte ("t khk
25 0 0 +r

n+1
= Vn+1 &)+ khk; :

(2.19)



Lemma 2.5 Forany 12 (0;K ), ket us introduce the operator R ; through its action on a con—
tinuous test function £ :R; ! R, by
Z 1
R f &) = EX e (" sE))dtre O ?) 2 20)
0

in which ;= mfft 0:Xx0 Ig. Then

z
O o2y
Rif &)= (x) ' —— 2 sfE)d
if ) ) T h(x)  TTom g O
Z o, @ 21)
2 v W h@®
+ 7 SE)dy+ / (x)—— ;
) T ) Way+ & x L
andR &)= hx), brx L
Proof: Let usde ne
Z .
Ry, f )= E* e "I sfEddtte T I ) @ 22)

0

Inwhich , = infft 0 :XS rg. This expression satis es the second-order ordiary di er—
ential equation A u (x) r+ Jux)+ Sfx)= 0wih boundary conditionsu () = h (@) and
u () = h(r) and therefore can be w ritten as

h , i
o, 2w 5 o
R 6= 60 50 6 TR
Zx2 W @
" (r) o) h@
T SE(y)dy+ ’ 2 Lrh
“ome ® 2@ ) Vidys T ey x2 W
(223)

seeeg.Karln and Taylor (1981) pages 191204 and|A varez (2004&) page272. SInce 1 " 1as
r! 1 applyingm onotone and bounded convergence theorem s to [222) givesR 1, k) ! R1(x),
asr! 1 ,frallx 0.Now taking the lin it of 223) we obtain [2.21]).

Lemma 2.6 LetR;f( )bede nedasin Lemmd2.5 and ket f :R, ! R, be a convex fiinction
Then R ,f (x) > h(x), x> 1.

Proof:

The fact that R1f ®X) > hx) = K x)t, x> 1, is a direct consequence of the convexity of
RiE( ).

Rem ark 2.5 Forany 12 (0;K ), the function R1f ( ) is di erentiabk everywhere m aybe exaspt
at 1. The kft derivative at 1, ®1£)°( ) = h°(@). On the other hand, the rightderivative of
Rif( )atlis
Z 1
@ 27

hQ
£ ) = 0 ——r0 —— 2 Sf(y)dy+ ’° :
R 1E)°0+ ) M I e et (e A P

(2.24)



T he natural question to ask iswhether we can nd a point 12 (0;K ) such ’dlatRS(l+ ) = Rg(l ),
ie., Z .
27 (y)
1 CHW @)
Sinceh(@) = 0 and h°) = 0 or 1> K and the kft-hand-side is strictly positive, if a solution
exists, it has to ke kss than K . It ©llows from Lemma 3.1 in |A arez (2004&) that

‘@ o °w Sf)dy=h’®’ @ ‘°0Onh@: 2 25)

Z
'’ @ ‘Oh@ 2w

= ———F (y)dy; (2.26)
W o0, feow o OF
in which
Fx)= @A r+ )H)h&); x 0: 227)
Therefore [2.25) has a solution if and only if there exists an 12 (0;K ) such that
4
A( Sf)+ F ))dy= 0: (2 28)
1 2W () )

Sinceh &)= h&x)= 0forx> K, Prany0 £( ) K ther exitsa solution to[X.28) between
0;K ) if 7

o2y

. W ( + r)(y K )1 fy<K g ylfy<Kg dy< O; (2.29)

or some " > 0. W hen we evaluate the keft-hand-side of [2.29) using [2.8) we observe that it
goesto 1 as"#0, therefore [2.29) does indeed have a solution.

Lemma 2.7 Let £ be a convex function and ket D; £ ( ) be the rightderivative of £( ). If
D,f() 1 and kfk K , there exists a unigque solution to
®RiE)°Q=10°Q= 1; 12 O;K); 2.30)

in which R;(f) isas in [2.20).

W e will denote the unique solution to [2.30) by 1[f1: (2 31)

Proof: Existence ofapoint 12 (0;K ) satisfying [2.30) was pointed out in Rem ark[2.5. From
the sam e Rem ark and especially [2.28), the uniqueness of the solution of [2.30) ifwe can show
the follow ing:

Ifforany x 2 (0;K ) Sfx)+ F &)= 0,then D, G°x) < 0; 2.32)

in which Z 4
2" y)
G@O®-= ———( Sf)+F )dy; 1 O: 233)
1 2w ()
Tndeed if [2.32]) issatis ed then G ( ) isunin odal (and them axinum ofG ( ) is attainhed at either
K orat apoint x 2 (0;K ) satisfying [2.32)). O ne shoul note that the right-derivative of G °,

D , G % exists since Sf(y)+ F (y) isconvex and D, G°> D GP.

Now, [232) holds ifand only if

D, Sf)x)+ Fo(x)> 0 orequivalently D ; Sf)X)+ r+ > 0: (2.34)



Since £ is bounded and convex by assum ption, it is decreasing. Therefore, D ; £ (x) 2 [0; 1],
and this in tum im plies that

DyGf)x)= S04 1)) &) 1: @35)

T he equality can be proved using dom Inated convergence theorem , the nequality is from the

assum ption that D ; f (%) 1.Now,using [2.39), it is easy to cbserve that [2.34)) always holds

shcer> =r

Lemm a 2.8 Given any convex function satisfyingD . £ ( ) 1 and kfk K Xtusde ne
Rf)x) = Rypf x); x 05 (2.36)

in which Ryf () forany 12 (0;K ) is de ned in[2.20), and 1[f] is de ned in Lemma [2.7. The
finction Rf ( ) satis es

Rf)®)=hx); @ @+ NREfE < 0; x2 (O;lf) 2 37)

and
Rf)®)>hx); @ @+ NREfEK=0; x2 Af}1): (2 .38)

and
REOAUE] )= RE)AEH): 2 39)

Proof: Equation [2.39) isa consequence of Lemm a[2.7. O n the other hand the equalities in
[237) and [2.38) can be proved using [2.21]). The inequality in [2.37) ollow s from

a «+ HY)K =x)=(+r )x (+nK <0; x K: @ 40)

The inequality in [2.38)) is a consequence of Lemm a[2.4.

Corollary 2.4 Let £ ( ) b= a convex function satisfying on (0;1 ) satisfying D £ ( ) 1 and
kfk; K . Then
Jfx)=REf®X);x O0; (241)

in which Jf () is given by[2.3) and R £ ( ) is given by[2.36).

Proof: Thisisa corollary of Lemm a[2.8 and a classical verd cation lemm a, w hich can be proved
using t6's lemm a.

Corollary 2.5 Foreveryn,0 n 1 ,v,( )2C@©0;1)\C?((0;1) f£flg),in which
hi1 = 1m0 n<l; L =1 I 2.42)
W euse (2.37)) to de ned these quantities.) Foreach 0 n< 1,
Var1®)=h&); @A @+ )Vpr1 &)+ Sy &)< 0; x2 0;k) @ 43)

and
(h+1)®)> hx); @A @€+ Nvpr1®)+Svix)=0; x2 ;1 ): (2 .44)



M orover, v; ( ) satis es

vi Xx)=h®); A& €+ )vi K)+Svu x)<0; x2 0;L) (2.45)

and
1 )x)>hx); & @+ )vi X)+8Svi ®K)=0; x2 (4 ;1): (2 .46)
Proof: Recall the de nition of &y ( W2y and vy ( ) from [XI0) and [2.13) respectively.

From the Rem arks[23 and [2.4) we have that

kvy ( )k K; O n 1; ©.47)
and
Dywvy () 1: (2.48)
T herefore, applying Corollary we obtain vy+1 = Jva ( ) = Rvand vy ( )= Jv ( )= Ry ( ).

Now the assertion of the corollary follow s from Lemm al2.8.

Rem ark 2.6 The ssquence (I )n2n 1S @ decreasing sequence.

Theorem 2.1 LetV ( ) ke the value function of the perpetual Am erican option pricing problkm
in I3) andwv; ( ) the fiinction de ned n[ZXI3). Then V ( )= v ( )

n e}
V&=E" e ®hx ) ; 2.49)

in which I} is de ned as in (2.42). The value fiinction, V ( ), satis es the quasivariational
inequalities (2.45)) and (2.45)).

P roof: Using Corollary 2.8 and a classical veri cation theorem , whose proof can be perform ed
using tH’'s Iemm a, the result ollow s.

R eferences

A lili, L. and Kypranou, A .E. (2005). Som e rem arks on rst passage of Levy processes, the
Am erican put and the pasting principles, Annals of A pplied P robability 15:2062{2080.

A arez, L.H .R. (2004a). A classof solvable In pulse controlproblem s, Appl M ath. and O ptim .
49:265{295.

A Warez, L.H .R. (2004b). Solving optim al stopping problem s of linear di usions by applying
convolution approxin ations, M athem aticalM ethods of O perations Research 53 (1) :89{99.

Bayraktar, E ., D ayanik, S. and K aratzas, I. (2006). A daptive poisson disorder problem , Annals
of A pplied P robability 16 (3):1190{1261.

Bayraktar, E . and Sezer, S. (2006). Q uickest detection for a poisson process w ith a phase-type
change—tin e distrbution, preprint, http://amxiv.org/P S_cache/m ath/pdf/0611/0611563 pdf .

10



Borodin, A .N . and Saln inen, P. (2002). Handoook of Brownian M otion Facts and Form ule,
B irkhauser, Boston.

Bouchard, B ., Karoui, N .E .and Touzi, N . (2005) .M aturiy random isation for stochastic control
problem s, Annals of A pplied P robability 15 (4) : 2575{2605.

Carr, P. (1998). R andom ization and the Am erican put, Review ofF inancialStudies11 (3) :597{
626.

D ayanik, S.and Sezer, S. (2006) . M ulichannel bayesian sequential change detection, preprint,
http://www princeton .edu/ sdayanik/papers/m ulti-channelpdf .

Karlin, S.and Taylor, H .M . (1981). A Second Course in Stochastic P rocesses, A cadem ic P ress,
O rlando, FL.

M ordecki, E . (2002). O ptin al stopping and perpetual options for Levy processes, F inance and
Stochastics 6 (4) : 473{493.

M ordecki, E . and Saln inen, P. (2006). O ptin al stopping of hunt and Levy processes, preprint,
htip://arxiv.org/abs/m ath PR /0605054 .

11


http://arxiv.org/abs/math.PR/0605054

	Introduction
	A Sequence of Optimal Stopping Problems for a Diffusion

