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A PROOF OF THE SMOOTHNESS OF THE FINITE TIME HORIZON AMERICAN
PUT OPTION FOR JUMP DIFFUSIONS

ERHAN BAYRAKTAR

ABSTRACT. We give a new proof of the fact that the value function of the finite time horizon American put
option for a jump diffusion, when the jumps are from a compound Poisson process, is the classical solution
of a free boundary equation. We also show that the value function is C' across the optimal stopping
boundary. Our proof, which only uses the classical theory of parabolic partial differential equations of
[7, 8], is an alternative to the proof that uses the theory of vicosity solutions (see [14]). This new proof
relies on constructing a monotonous sequence of functions, each of which is a value function of an optimal
stopping problem for a geometric Brownian motion, converging to the value function of the American put
option for the jump diffusion uniformly and exponentially fast. This sequence is constructed by iterating
a functional operator that maps a certain class of convex functions to classical solutions of corresponding
free boundary equations. On the other hand, since the approximating sequence converges to the value
function exponentially fast, it naturally leads to a good numerical scheme.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let (2, F,P) be a complete probability space hosting a Wiener process W = {W¢;t > 0} and a Poisson
random measure N on Ry x Ry, with mean measure Av(dx)dt (in which v is a probability measure on
R4 ), independent of the Wiener process. We will consider a Markov process S = {Sy;t > 0} of the form

dSt = /LStdt + O'Stth + St_ / (Z — 1)N(dt, dZ) (11)
R4

In this model, if the stock price jumps at time ¢, then it moves from S;_ to S; = ZS5;_, in which Z is a

positive random variable whose distribution is given by v. Note that when Z < 1 the stock price jumps

down and when Z > 1 the stock price jumps up. In the Merton jump diffusion model Z = exp(Y’), in

which Y is a Gaussian random variable. We will take g = r + A — A&, in which £ = fR+ zv(dr) < 00, so

that (e7"'S;)¢>0 is a martingale, i.e., P is a risk neutral measure. The constant 7 > 0 is the interest rate,
and the constant ¢ > 0 is the volatility. We assume the risk neutral pricing measure P, and hence the
parameters of the problem, are fixed as a result of a calibration to historical data. The value function of
the American put option pricing problem is

V(z,T) = sup E*{e”""(K — SOt (1.2)

TESoyT

in which §07T is the set of stopping times (of the filtration generated by W and N) that take values in
[0,7], and E* is the expectation under the probability measure P, given that Sy = x.
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We will show that V is the classical solution of a free boundary equation and that it satisfies the
smooth fit principle, i.e., V is continuously differentiable with respect to its first variable at the optimal
stopping boundary. We argue these facts by showing that V' is the fixed point of an operator, which we
will denote by J, that maps a given function to the value function of an optimal stopping problem for
a geometric Brownian motion. This operator acts as a regularizer: As soon as the given function f has
some certain regularity properties, we show that J f is the unique classical solution of a corresponding free
boundary equation and that it satisfies the smooth fit principle. The proof of the main result concludes
once we show that V has these certain regularity properties. In this last step we make use of a sequence
(which is constructed by iterating J starting with the pay-off function of the put option) that converges
to V uniformly and exponentially fast. Incidentally, this sequence yields a numerical procedure, whose
accuracy versus speed characteristics can be controlled. Each element of this sequence is an optimal
stopping problems for geometric Brownian motion and can be readily calculated using classical finite
difference methods (see e.g. [18] for the implementation of these methods). An alternative proof of the
regularity of V' was given in [14]. This proof used a combination of the results in [8] and the theory
of viscosity solutions. In particular the proof of Proposition 3.1 in [14] is carried out (details are not
provided but hinted) using arguments similar to those used in the proof of Proposition 5.3 in [15]. The
latter proof uses the uniqueness results of [9] for viscosity solutions.

The infinite horizon American put option for jump diffusions were analyzed in [3] using the iterative
scheme we describe here. The main technical difficulty in the current paper stems from the fact that
each element in the approximating sequence solves a parabolic rather an elliptic problem. In fact, in
the infinite horizon case one can obtain a closed form representation for the value function, which is not
possible in the finite horizon case. We make use of the results of [8], and Chapter 2 of [10] (also see
Chapter 7 of [13]) to study the properties of the approximating sequence. For example, we show that
the approximating sequence is bounded with respect to the Holder semi-norm (see page 61 in [7] for a
definition), which is used to argue that the limit of the approximating sequence (which is a fixed point
of J) solves a corresponding free boundary equation.

Somewhat similar approximation techniques to the one we employ were used to solve optimal stopping
problems for diffusions: see e.g. [2] for perpetual optimal stopping problems with non-smooth pay-off
functions; and [6], [5] for finite time horizon American put option pricing problems for geometric Brownian
motion. On the other hand, [1] and [11] consider the smooth fit principle for the infinite horizon American
put option pricing problems for one-dimensional exponential Lévy processes using the fluctuation theory.
Also see [4] for the analysis of the smooth fit principle for a multi-dimensional infinite horizon optimal
stopping problem.

The next two sections prepare the proof our main result, Theorems 3.1, in a sequence of lemmata and
corollaries. In the next section, we introduce the functional operator J, that maps a given function to
the value function of an optimal stopping problem for a geometric Brownian motion. We then analyze
the properties of J. For example, J preserves convexity with respect to the first variable; the increase
in the Holder semi-norm after the application of J can be controlled; J maps certain class of functions
to the classical solutions of free boundary equations. In Section 3, we construct a sequence of functions
that converge to the smallest fixed point of the operator J. We show that the sequence is bounded in the
Hoélder norm, and satisfies certain regularity properties using results of Section 2. We eventually arrive
at the fact that the smallest fixed point of J is equal to V. As a result the regularity properties of V'
follow.
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2. A FUNCTIONAL OPERATOR AND ITS PROPERTIES

Let us define an operator .J through its action on a test function f : Ry x R, — R,: The operator .J
takes the function f to the value function of the following optimal stopping problem

Jf(z,T) = sup E” {/T e NN PF(SO, T — t)dt 4+ e~ TV (K — 52)+}, (2.1)
T€So, T 0
in which
Pf(x, T —t) = flzz, T —t)v(dz), x>0. (2.2)
R
We will extend T' — J f(x,T) onto [0, 00| by let+ting
Jf(z,00) = Tlgrolo Jf(x,T). (2.3)

Here, S = {S?;¢ > 0} is the solution of
dsy = pSYdt + o SPaw,, S = =, (2.4)

whose infinitesimal generator is given by

A= %sz2dd—; + ,u:z:%. (2.5)
In (2.1), Sjo,7) denotes the set of stopping times of SY which take values in [0,7]. Note that
SO = xHy, (2.6)
where
H; = exp { <u — %az> t+ O’Wt} . (2.7)

The next remark characterizes the optimal stopping times of (2.1) using the Snell envelope theory.

Remark 2.1. Let us denote

t
Y = / e THNIN . PF(SY T — s5)ds + e~ TV K — ST (2.8)
0
Using the strong Markov property of S°, we can determine the Snell envelope of Y as
t
&= sup E{Y;|F}=e OF (80 T —¢) +/ e TTNN PF(SO T — s)ds, te[0,T].  (2.9)
TESt,T 0
Theorem D.12 in [10] implies that the stopping time
e = inf{t €[0,T): & =Y} AT =inf{t € [0,T] : Jf(S?, T —t) = (K — S)T}, (2.10)
satisfies
Jf(x,T) =E" {/ e NN PF(SO, T — t)dt 4+ e~V (K — ng)Jr} : (2.11)
0
Moreover, the stopped process (e~ TTNET) J£(SO T —t A7) + fOMT”” e (rHNsX . PF(SO, T — 5)ds)i0
is a martingale. The second infimum in (2.10) is less than T because J f(S%,0) = (K — S3)T.

When f is bounded, it follows from the bounded convergence theorem that (using the results of [3] and
arguments similar to the ones used in Corollary 7.3 in Chapter 2 of [10])

Jf(x,00) = sup E* {/ e TN PF(SY, o0)dt + eI (K — 52)+} . (2.12)
0

TGS(),OO
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The next three lemmas on the properties of J immediately follow from the definition in (2.1). The
first lemma states that J preserves monotonicity.

Lemma 2.1. Let T — f(z,T) be non-decreasing, and x — f(x,T) be non-increasing. Then T —
Jf(x,T) is non-decreasing and x — J f(x,T) is non-increasing.

The operator J preserves boundedness and order.
Lemma 2.2. Let f : Ry x Ry — R be a bounded function. Then Jf is also bounded. In fact,
0= 7Sl < K+ =21 F e (2.13)
Lemma 2.3. For any f1, f2 : Ry x Ry — Ry that satisfy f1(z,T) < fa(x,T), we have that J f1(z,T) <
Jfo(x,T) for all (x,T) € Ry x Ry .
As we shall see next, the operator J preserves convexity (with respect to the first variable).
Lemma 2.4. If f : R, xR, — R is a convex function in its first variable, then sois Jf : Ry xRy — R

Proof. Note that Jf can be written as
Jf(z,T)= sup E {/ e NN Pf(xHy, T — t)dt + e~ "V (K — a:HT)JF} . (2.14)
TES()’T 0

Since f(-,T —t) is convex, so is Pf(-,T —t). As a result the integral with respect to time in (2.14) is
also convex in z. On the other hand, note that (K —zH,)" is also a convex function of . Taking the
expectation does not change the convexity with respect to z. Since the upper envelope (supremum) of
convex functions is convex, the result follows. O

Remark 2.2. Since z = 0 is an absorbing boundary for the process S°, for any f: Ry x Ry — R,

t
Jf(0,T) = sup {/ e~ THNSNF(0,T — s)ds + e—<A+T>tK}
te{0,T} 0 (2‘15)

T
= max {K/ e THINF(0,T — s)ds + e_()‘J’T)TK} , T >0.
0

If we further assume f < K, then Jf(0,T) =K, T > 0.
Lemma 2.5. Let us assume that f : Ry x Ry — Ry is convex in its first variable and ||f|jcc < K. Then
x — Jf(x,t) satisfies

Jf(@,T) = Jf(y, T)| < |z —yl, (z,y) € Ry xRy, (2.16)
and all T > 0.
Proof. First note that a positive convex function that is bounded above has to be non-increasing. There-

fore f is non-increasing. As a result of Lemma 2.1, x — Jf(x,t) is non-increasing. This function is
convex (by Lemma 2.4), and it satisfies

Jf(x,T) > (K —2)" Jf(0,T) = K. (2.17)
Consequently, the left and right derivatives of Jf satisfy
—1<D*Jf(x,T) <Dy Jf(x,T)<0, x>0,T2>0. (2.18)

Now, the result follows since the derivatives are bounded by 1 (also see Theorem 24.7 (on page 237) in
[17]). O
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Remark 2.3. Let Ty € (0,00) and denote
F(z,T)= sup E {e—““)T(K - g;HT)+} . z€Ry, Tel0,T) (2.19)
TES(),T
Then for S <T < Ty
F(z,T) — F(z,5) < C-|T — S|'/2, (2.20)
for all x € Ry and for some C' that depends only on Ty. See e.g. equation (2.4) in [14].
The next lemma, which is very crucial for our proof of the smoothness of the American option price

for jump diffusions, shows that the increase in the Holder semi-norm that the operator J causes can be
controlled.

Lemma 2.6. Let us assume that for some L € (0,00)

‘f(x7T)_f(‘T7S)‘ SL’T_S‘1/27 (TvS) S [SOvTO] X [507T0]7 (2'21)
for allx e Ry, for 0 < Sy < Ty < oo. Then
\Jf(a:,T) - Jf(a:,S)\ < (aL+ C) ‘T - 5‘1/27 (T, S) € [SO7T0] X [507T0]7 (2'22)
for some a € (0,1) whenever
r L \?
T — S| < (T—l—)\E) . (2.23)

Here, C € (0,00) is as in Remark 2.5.

Proof. Without loss of generality we will assume that T > S. Then we can write

Jf(z, T)— Jf(x,S) < sup [IE {/ e~ (r NN Pf(xH, T —t)dt + e_(H')‘)T(K - xHT)+}
7€80, T 0

TAS
K { / e TN\ PF(xHy, S — t)dt + e TPV (K¢ :CHMS)+}]
0

= Sup
TESO,T

E{ /T e NN (Pf(aH,, T —t) — Pf(xHy;, S —t))dt
0

+ 1ys<ry [/ e TN Pf(xH,, S — t)dt + (e_(“”\)T(K —aH)t — e V(K — st)*)] }] (2.24)
S

A 1/2 A —(r+N)S _ —(r+NT
< . A B
S T=9 +r—|—)\K<e ¢ )

+ sup E{ (e (K —2H )t —Ee IS (K — 2 Hg) T
<- i LT = 8)Y2 4 AK (T ) + e~ (F(Hs, T~ §) ~ F(H,0))
A

< (21 T—S)2 4 \K (T -
< (252+0) -9 AR (T -5)

in which F' is given by (2.19). To derive the second inequality in (2.24), we use the fact that
\Pf(zH;, T —t) — Pf(xH;, S —t)| < / v(dz) |f(zzHy, T —t) — f(zzH, S — )| < L |T — S|Y/2,
R4
(2.25)
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which follows from the assumption in (2.21), and that

TAS T AK
E {1{%} [ et pran,s - t)dt} < AKE { / e—<r+wdt} < AL (s _gmranr)
0 S

A+ K
(2.26)
To derive the third inequality in (2.24), we use
e~ (rHNS _ o= ENT < o= (NS (1 L XY (T — 8) < (r + A)(T = S). (2.27)
The last inequality in (2.24) follows from (2.20). Equation (2.22) follows from (2.24) whenever T" and S
satisfy (2.23). O

Let us define the continuation region and its sections by

C = {(T,x) € (0,00)2 : Jf(2,T) > (K —z)*}, and Cf,{f = {x € (0,00) : Jf(T,x) > (K — )"},
(2.28)
T > 0, respectively.

Lemma 2.7. Suppose that f : Ry x Ry — Ry is such that x — f(x,T) is a positive convex function,
T — f(z,T) is non-decreasing, and ||f|c < K. Then for every T > 0 there exists ¢/1(T) € (0, K) such
that C%f = (¢!N(T),00). Moreover, T — ¢’/(T) is non-increasing.

Proof. Let us first show that if z > K, then z € C%f forall T > 0. Let 7. :=inf{0 <t <T:8) < K—¢}.
Since P{0 < 7. < T} >0 forxz > K, for all T > 0, we have that

E? { / e N PR(SO T - )dt 4 e VT (K 525)+} >0, (2.29)
0
which implies that = € C:‘;f . On the other hand, it is clear that
(K—2)" < Jf(2,T) < Jf(x,00), (2,T) € Ry x Ry. (2.30)
Thanks to in Lemma 2.6 of [3], there exist I € (0, K) such that
Jf(z,00) = (K — )", 2 € [0,/]; Jf(z,00) > (K —2)F, z € (I7,00). (2.31)

Since + — Jf(x,00) and x — Jf(x,T), T > 0, are convex functions (from Lemma 2.2 in [3] and
Lemma 2.4 respectively), (2.29), (2.30) and (2.31) imply that there exists a point ¢//(T) € (I, K) such
that

Tf(@) = (K —a)*, x € [0,/N(D)); Jf(@,T) > (K —2)*, € ((T),00), (2.32)
for T > 0. This proves the first statement of the Lemma. The fact that T — ¢(T") is non-increasing
follows from the fact that 7" — J f(x,T) is non-decreasing. O

In the following lemma we will argue that if f has certain regularity properties, then J f is the classical
solution of a parabolic free boundary equation.

Lemma 2.8. Let us assume that f : Ry x Ry — Ry is convex in its first variable, ||flloo < K and
T — f(x,T) is non-increasing. Moreover, we will assume that f satisfies

|f(z,T) — f(z,8)| < A|T — S|'/?  whenever |T — S| < B, (2.33)

for all x € Ry, where A, B are strictly positive constants that do not depend on x. Then the function
Jf Ry x Ry — Ry is the unique bounded solution (in the classical sense) of

Au(x, T) — (r+ X)) -u(z, T)+ X (Pf)(z,T) — G%U($’T) =0 z>cdN(D), (2.34)
u(z, T) = (K —x) z<c(T), (2.35)
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in which A is as in (2.5) and ¢’/ is as in Lemma 2.7. Moreover,
0
AJf(z,T) — (r+ ) - Jf(x,T) + X (Pf)(z,T) — 57/ f(@ 1) <0, @< ). (2.36)

Proof. The proof is motivated by Theorem 2.7.7 of [10]. Equation (2.35) is clearly satisfied by Jf. In
what follows, we will first show that .Jf satisfies (2.34). Let us take a point in (¢,7) € C’/ and consider
a bounded rectangle R = (t1,t3) X (x1,x2) containing this point. We will let

rA 2

Let JyR be the parabolic boundary of R and consider the parabolic partial differential equation
0
Au(,T) = (r+ A) - u(w, T) + X+ (PA)(w,T) =

w(z,T) = Jf(x,T) on dyR.

As a result of Lemmas 2.5 and 2.6, J f satisfies the uniform Lipschitz and Holder continuity conditions,
which implies that Jf is continuous. On the other hand, for any (T,z) € R

Pf(x.T) — Pf(y,S)| < |Pf(x.T) — Pf(z,5)| + |Pf(z.S) — Pf(y.5)|
< /R v(d2) (f (52, T) = fla, S +1f @5 8) — fws 9 (2.30)

<AIT-SI"? + €| —yl,

T) = i
z,T)=0 inR, (2.38)

Now, Theorem 5.2 in [8] implies that (2.38) has a unique classical solution. We will show that this unique
solution coincides with J f using optional sampling theorem. Let us introduce the stopping time

T = inf{9 S [O,to — tl) : (to —0,z0Hy € a(]R} A (t(] — tl), (2.40)

which is the first time S hits the parabolic boundary when S starts from (xg, ). Let us also define the
process Ny := e~ "N (o Hy, tg — 6) + foe e (r+A)t) . Pf(SY tg—t)dt, 0 € [0,t9 — t1]. From the classical
1t6’s formula it follows that the stopped process Ny, is a bounded martingale. As a result

u(wo, to) = No =E*{N,} = E {e_(’"“)TJf(a:HT,to — 7))+ / e~ TN PF(SY 1 — t)dt} . (241)
0
Clearly 7 < 7,. Since the stopped process (e_(”’\)(t/\”),]f(S?Mz,to —tATL) —I—fg/\T”” e~ VN P (SOt —
5)ds)¢>0 is a bounded martingale, another application of the optional sampling theorem yields

E {e_(H')‘)TJ f(zoHr to — 7) + / e NI PF(SY 1 — t)dt} = Jf(zo, o). (2.42)
0

Combining (2.41) and (2.42), we see that (2.34) is satisfied in the classical sense since the choice of

(z0,t0) € C’/ is arbitrary.

We still need to show uniqueness among bounded functions. Fix z > ¢//(T). Let u be a bounded
function satisfying (2.34) and (2.35). Let us define M; := e~ "+ Nty (x H,, T —1t) —I—fg e~ TNIN.PF(SO, T —
s)ds. Using the classical 1t6 formula it can be seen that My, is a bounded martingale. Since 7, is optimal
(see (2.11)), by the optional sampling theorem, we have

u(z,T) = My = E*{M,,} =E {e_(rﬂ)TU(a:er,T — )+ / m

e NI PF(SO, T — s)ds}
0

(2.43)

=E {e_(T’Jr)‘)T(K —zH, )"+ / TNy Pf(S%, T — s)ds} = Jf(z,T).
0
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Next, we will prove (2.36). To this end, let < ¢’//(t). Let U a closed interval centered at = such that U C
(0,c¢’7(T)). Let 7y = {t > 0: xH; ¢ U}. Since (e-"VET (S T —1) + e (MHNSN. PF(SY, T — 5)ds)i>0

is a supermartingale we can write
TUu Nt
E [e—““)(m“) Jf(@Hoyn, T — 10 A L)) + / e~ NP f(zH,, T — u)du] <Jf(z,T), (2.44)
0
for all t > 0. Since Jf(z,t) = K — 2z when (T, z) € Ri — C77, we can apply Itd’s formula to obtain that
TU Nt 8
%in(l)E [; / e~ (r+Au <<A —(r+A)- _8_T> Jf(xHy,t —u) + APf(zH,, T — u)) du} <0. (245)
- 0

Now, (2.36) follows thanks to dominated convergence theorem, which allows us to exchange the limit
and the expectation. We can apply the dominated convergence theorem thanks to the fact that U is a
compact domain. ]

Lemma 2.9. For a given T > 0, let © — f(x,T) be a convexr and non-increasing function. Then the
convex function x — Jf(x,T) is of class C' at x = ¢(T), i.e.,

0
2 Jf(x,T) = 1. (2.46)
O z=c(T)

Proof. The proof is similar to the proof of Lemma 7.8 on page 74 of [10], but we will provide it here for
the sake of completeness. If we let x = ¢(T'), then

Tax+e
Jf(x+¢e,T)=E {/ e~ NN PF((z +e)Hy, T — t)dt + e~ T NTete (K — (2 + E)HTHE)JF}
0

Te+e
=K {/ e TTNIN L PF(aH,, T — t)dt + e~ Ao (K — 2| )+}
0

+E {/Tm e~ NN [P F((x 4 &) Hy, T — t) — Pf(zHy T — )] dt}
0

+E {e—(r+/\)Tz+s (K — (z+¢)H

Tax+e

)T (K~ :EHTHS)*]} (2.47)
<T@ T) FE L arye OV (K — (a4 ) H,.) — (K 2, )]}

YW — (K —zH

_—ul

FE{Lp gy O (K (@ )

Tax+e
< Jf(l',T) _ cE® {1{Tz+S<T}e_(T+)\)Tx+sHTz+s}
— Jf(ﬁlf,T) B {e_(T+)\)Tz+sHTz+S} + eE* {1{Tz+E:T}6_(T’+)\)THT} .

The first inequality follows since 7, . is not optimal when S starts at = and z — P f(x,T) is a decreasing
function for any 7" > 0. From (2.47) it follows that

DEJf(a+,T) < -1, (2.48)

since e~ "tV H, is a uniformly integrable martingale and 7,4, | 0. Convexity of Jf(t,z) (Lemma 2.4)
implies that
—1=D*Jf(x—,t) < DJf(x+,t) < —1, (2.49)

which yields the desired result. U
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3. A SEQUENCE OF FUNCTIONS APPROXIMATING V
Let us define a sequence of functions by the following iteration:
vo(x,T) = (K —2)", vpp1(z,T) = Jou(2,T), n >0, forall (x,T) € Ry x Ry. (3.1)
We extend these functions onto Ry x R, by letting
Up(x,00) = Tlgréo vp(z,T). (3.2)
This sequence of functions is a bounded sequence as the next lemma shows.

Corollary 3.1. For all n > 0,
A _
(K —2)" <wv,(z,T) < <1 + ;) K, (z,T)e Ry xRy. (3.3)

Proof. The first inequality follows since it may not be optimal to stop immediately. Let us prove the
second inequality using an induction argument: Observe that vo(z,T) = (K —2)", (2,T) € Ry x Ry,
satisfies (3.3). Let us assume that (3.3) holds for n and show that it holds for n 4+ 1. Using (2.13), we
get that

A A A
nillloc = |J0nllecc < K+ ——(1+— )| K=(1+—]. 3.4
onttlloe = [l7on +T+A(+T> <+> (3.4)
O

As a corollary of Lemmas 2.3 and 2.4 we can state the following corollary, whose proof can be carried
out by induction.

Corollary 3.2. The sequence (vn(x,T))n>0 is increasing for all (x,T) € Ry x R.. For each n, the
function x — v, (x,T), x >0, is convez for all T € Ry.

Remark 3.1. Let us define,

Voo(z,T) = supvy(z,T), (2,T) € Ry x Ry, (3.5)
n>0
This function is well defined as a result of (3.3) and Corollary 3.2. In fact, it is convex, because it is the
upper envelope of convex functions, and it is bounded by the right-hand-side of (3.3).

Corollary 3.3. For eachn >0 andt € Ry, z — v,(x,T), is a decreasing function on [0,00). Moreover,
T — vp(z,T) is non-decreasing. The same statements hold for © — voo(z,T), and T — voo(z,T),
respectively.

Proof. The behaviour with respect to the first variable is a result of Corollary 3.2 and Remark 3.1
since any positive convex function that is bounded from above is decreasing. For each n, the fact that
T — vy (z,T) is non-decreasing is a corollary of Lemma 2.1. On the other hand, for any 7" > S > 0, we
have that ve (2, T) = sup,, v,(x,T) > sup,, v, (2, S) = veo(z, S). O

Next, we will sharpen the upper bound in Corollary 3.1. This improvement has some implications for

the continuity of x — v, (2, T), n > 1, and = — v (2, T) at x = 0.

Remark 3.2. The upper bound in (3.1) can be sharpened using Corollary 3.3 and Remark 2.2. Indeed,
we have

(K —2)" <wv,(z,T) < K, foreahn, and (K—z)" <ve(z,T)<K, (x,T)c(0,00)>% (3.6)

It follows from this observation that for every T € Ry, x — v, (x,T), for every n, and x — voo(x,T), are
continuous at x = 0 since v, (0,T) = vs(0,T) = K and these functions are convex. (Note that convexity
already guarantees continuity for x > 0.)
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Lemma 3.1. The function v is the smallest fixed point of the operator J.

Proof.
Voo(x, T —t) = supv,(x, T —t)
n>1
=sup sup E* {/ e THNIN L P, (S, T — t)dt 4+ e~ TN (K — SE)JF}
n>1 TES(),T 0
= sup supE” {/ e TN Pu, (89T — t)dt + e~ TN (K — S?)Jr} (3.7)
TES(),T n>1 0

= sup E¥ {/ e~ NN P(supw,)(SY, T — t)dt + e~ "N (K — SE)JF}
0

TES(),T nZl
= Ju(z, T — t),

in which the fourth equality follows by applying the monotone convergence theorem three times. Let
w: Ry x Ry — Ry be another fixed point of the operator J. We will argue by induction that w > vee.
For (z,t) € Ry x Ry, w(z, T —t) = Jw(x,T — t), which implies that w(z,T —t) = Jw(z,T —t) >
(K — )" = vy(-). If we assume that w(z,T —t) > v,(z,T —t), then w(z, T —t) = Jw(z,T —t) >
Jup(z, T —t) = vpy1(z, T —t). Consequently w(xz, T —t) > v,(x, T —t) for all n > 0. As a result
w(z, T —t) > sup,>qon(z, T —t) = voo(x, T — t). O

Lemma 3.2. The sequence {v,(-,-)}n>0 converges uniformly to v. In fact, the rate of convergence is
exponential:

A

Un(x7T) < ’UOO(I',T) < Un(x7T) + <)\——|—7"

)nK, (z,T) € Ry x Ry (3.8)

Proof. The first inequality follows from the definition of vo,. The second inequality can be proved by
induction. The inequality holds when we set n = 0 by Remark 3.2. Assume that the inequality holds for
n > 0. Then

Voo(x,T) = sup E” {/ e~ TN Pugo (SO, T — t)dt 4+ e~V (K — SS)JF}
TES()’T 0

< sup EI{/ e~ NI P, (SY,T — t)dt 4+ e~ TN (K — SS)Jr} +/ dt e~ At <L> K
0

TESO,T 0 )\ —|— r
- Yn 7T K
Una (@, T) + (A—H‘)
(3.9)
O
Remark 3.3. Note that, for a fived Ty > 0,
n A n
Un (2, T) < voo(z,T) < vp(x,T) + (1 — e_(r+)‘)T°> <)\——|—r> K, zeRy, T e(0,Tp). (3.10)
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This can be derived using an induction argument similar to the one used in the proof of Lemma 3.2. We
simply replace (3.9) by

Voo(x, T) < sup Ex{ / e TN Pu, (80T — t)dt + e~ "I (K — SS)JF}
TES()’T 0

To n A n nal A\ n+1
—(A+r)t _ —(r+XN)To _ _ —(r+NTp
—i—/o dte (1 e > )\<)\+r> K vn+1(az,T)+K(1 e > <)\—|—r>

(3.11)

Observe that one can replace K in (3.10) by ||[vao — vol|oo- Note that the convergence rate in (3.10) is
fast. This will lead to a numerical scheme, whose error versus accuracy characteristics can be controlled,
for pricing American options.

Remark 3.4. Let Ty € (0,00). It can be shown using similar arqguments to the ones used in the proof of
Lemma 2.6 that

loi(z,T) —vi(x, S)| < AK |T =S|+ C|T —S8*2, T,8 € (0,Ty), (3.12)
for all x € Ry, in which C € (0,00) is as in Remark 2.5. In fact
loy (2, T) — vy (z, )| < L|T — S|*/2, (3.13)

for all x € Ry and for some L that depends only on Tj.

The next lemma shows that the functions v, n > 0, and vy, are locally Holder continuous with respect
to the time variable.

Lemma 3.3. Let Ty € (0,00) and L € (0,00) be as in Remark 3.4 and C € (0,00) be as in Remark 2.3.
Then for T,S € (0,Tp), we have that

€ Vir—s"2 wh ros<(—— LY (3.14)
1. whenever =\iaag) .
for all x € Ry and for alln > 1. Here, a € (0,1) is as in Lemma 2.6. Moreover,

C 1/2 T L 2
_ < - — — < —_— .
[Voo (2, T) — voo(x,5)] < <L+ T a> |T — S| whenever |T — S| < <r+/\ /\K> , (3.15)

for all x € Ry.

|vp (2, T) — vp(x,S9)] < <L+

Proof. The proof of (3.14) will be carried out using an induction argument. Observe from Remark 3.4
that (3.14) holds for n = 1. Let us assume that (3.14) holds for n and show that it holds for n+ 1. Using
Lemma 2.6, we have that

C
nia(T) = v 8| < (a (L4 155 ) +0) =812 (3.16)

f I L+C/(l—a) 2 . . . .
or |T— 5| < <T+/\ T) . It is clear that the right-hand-side of (3.16) is less than that of (3.14),

and

r L+C/(1—-a) ST L
T+ A ANK T r+ A AK
from which the first statement of the lemma follows. Now let us prove (3.15). To this end observe that

Voo (2, T') — Voo (2, S)| < Voo (2, T) — vy (2, T)| + |vn (2, T) — vp(z, S)| + v (2, S) — v (2, 5)|

n 3.18
§2<—)\ ) K+<L+—C >]T—S]1/2, (3.18)
At l1-a

(3.17)



12 ERHAN BAYRAKTAR

for any n > 1, which follows from (3.14) and Lemma 3.2. The result follows since n on the right-hand-side
of (3.18) is arbitrary. O

Lemma 3.4. Forn > 0, |v,(z,T) —va(y,T)| < |z —yl, and |veo(x, T) — voo(y, T)| < |z —yl, (2,y) €
Ry X Ry, for all T > 0.

Proof. Tt follows from Remark 3.2 that |[v,[/oc < K, for all n > 0, and [[vs|[oc < K. Moreover, for each
n >0, v,(-,T) is convex (for all T € R, ) as a result of Corollary 3.2. On the other hand, it was pointed
in Remark 3.1 that veo(+,7") is convex for all 7' € R . Since

Upt1(2, T) = Jup(x,T) and v(x,T) = Jvoo(z, T), (3.19)
the statement of the lemma follows from Lemma 2.5. O

Lemma 3.5. For allT > 0 and n > 0, C;'*" = (c¢"+1(T),00) for some ¢'+1(T) € (0,K) and Cy* =
("= (T),00) for some c’> € (0,K). The function v,y is the unique bounded solution (in the classical
sense) of

Avpi1 (2, T) — (r+ A) - vpg1 (2, T) + X+ (Pop)(2,T) — ier_l(:E,T) =0, xz>c"(T),

oT (3.20)
’Un+1($7T) = (K - l‘), r <t (T)7
and it satisfies
0
—Upt1(x,T) =-1, T>0. (3.21)
or p=cPn 1 (T)
Moreover, vy is the unique bounded solution (in the classical sense) of
0
OO)T_ 'OO)T POO 7T__007T: UooT,
Aveo (2, T) — (1 + A) - Voo (2, T) + X - (Pvoo) (2, T) 57" (2, T)=0 x> c"(T) (3.22)
Voo(, T) = (K —z) x<c">(T),
and it satisfies
2fuoo(a;,T) =—1, T>0. (3.23)
Ox
x=cv (T)
On the other hand,
Avo (2, T) — (r + A) - Voo (2, T) + A - (Pvso)(x,T) — aiTvoo(x,T) <0 z<c™>(T). (3.24)

Proof. The fact that C't1 = (¢""+1,00) and CV> = (¢, 00) for some ¢+ € (0, K) and ¢~ € (0, K)
follows from Lemma 2.7 since the assumptions in that lemma hold thanks to Corollaries 3.2, 3.3; Re-
marks 3.1 and 3.2; and Lemma 3.1.

The partial differential equations (3.20), (3.22); and the inequality in (3.24) are satisfied as a corollary
of Lemma 2.8; Corollaries 3.2 and 3.3, Remarks 3.1, 3.2; Lemmas 3.1, 3.3.

Observe that since vy, is convex (Corollary 3.2) and non-increasing (Corollary 3.3) with respect to its
first variable, v,4+1 (= Jv,) satisfies the smooth fit condition in (3.21) as a result of Lemma 2.9. The
smooth fit condition in (3.23) holds for v, as a result of Lemma 2.9 since vy (= Jvso) (Lemma 3.1) and
T — Voo(x,T) is non-increasing and convex. O

The next lemma will be used to verify the fact that V' = v,,. The classical It6’s rule can not be applied
to the process t — vso(Sy, T' — t) since the function v, may fail to be C*! at T — c¥><(T). As a result,
the semi-martingale decomposition of the process t — v (S, T' — t) may contain an extra term term due
to the local time of the process S at the free boundary.
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Lemma 3.6. Let X = {X;;t > 0} be a semi-martingale and b : Ry — R be a continuous function of
bounded variation. Let F': R x Ry — R be a continuous function that is C*' on C and D (it may not
be necessarily C1% across the boundary curve b), in which

CE2{(z,t) eERxRy 2z <bt)}, D={(z,t) eRxRy:z>b(t)}

That is, there exit two functions F*, F? : Rx R, — R, that C*' on R x Ry, and F(x,t) = F'(x,t) when
(z,t) € C and F(z,t) = F?(x,t) when (x,t) € D. Moreover, F*(b(t),t) = F?(b(t),t). Then the following
generalization of Ito’s formula holds:

F(X,, 1) = F(Xo,0) + /Ot % [Fu(Xy—t, 5) + Fi(Xs_—, 5)] ds

L[ 1t
+§/ [FI(XS_—F,S)—FFQ;(XS_—,S)] dXs-i- 5/ 1{Xs,;£b(s)}Fxx(Xs—73)d (X,X>§
’ . ’ (3.25)
+ Z { XS,S F(Xs_,S) _§AXS [Fm(Xs—_as)"i'Fx(Xs—‘i'yS)]}
0<s<t
I b
+ 5 0 [Fx(Xs—“‘a 3) - Fm(Xs—_7 S)] 1{X5,:b(s)}st7

where LY is the local time of the semi-martingale X; —b(t) at zero (see the definition on page 216 in [16]).

Lemma 3.6 was stated in Theorem 2.1 of [12] for continuous semimartingales. The generalization for
the case when the underlying process is not necessarily continuous is intuitively clear and just technical,
but we will prove it in the Appendix for the sake of completeness. We are now ready to state the main
results.

Theorem 3.1. The value function V' is the unique bounded solution (in the classical sense) of the integro-
partial differential equation in (3.22). Given (z,T) € Ry x Ry belongs to the optimal continuation region
if . > ¢~ (T). Moreover, it satisfies the smooth fit condition at the optimal stopping boundary, i.e.,

2V (2,7T) = —1,T>0.
x=cv>=(T)

Proof. The proof is a corollary of the optional sampling theorem and the generalized 1t6’s formula given
above. Let T" € (0, 00) and define

M; = e "00(S, T — 1), and 7, :=T Ainf{t € [0,T]: Sy < ¢’ (T —t)}. (3.26)

It follows from (3.22) and the classical 1t6’s lemma that {]\AJ/M;I }o<t<r is a bounded P-martingale. Using
the optional sampling theorem, one obtains

Voo, T) = My = E* {1\7;} —E° {e—ﬁwum(sﬁ,cp - a)} —E° {e—’“?z (K — s;z)+} < V(z,T). (3.27)

In the rest of the proof we will show that veo(x,T) > V(x,T'). Since vo, satisfies the smooth fit principle
across the free boundary, when we apply the generalized 1t6’s formula to ve (St, T — t), the local time
term drops. Thanks to (3.22) and (3.24), vy (Sy, T —t) is a positive P-supermartingale. Again, using the
optional sampling theorem, for any 7 € §0,T

voo(:c,T):MOZEw{MT}:Em{e "oo(Se, T — 7)) > B {7 (K — S;)*} . (3.28)

As a result voo (2, T) > V (2, T). O
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Remark 3.5. We have that
Cp= ={z € (0,00) : Voo > (K — )"} = ("= (T), 00). (3.29)
On the other hand, voo = K — x for x < c¥>. Since V = vy, by Theorem 3.1, it follows that

CY ={z e (0,00): V> (K —xz)t} = (¢"(T), ). (3.30)

A. APPENDIX

Proof of Lemma 3.6. As in [12] we will define Z} = X; A b(t), Z? = X; V b(t), and observe that
F(Xt) = FY(Z ) + F2(Z2,1) - F(b(t),1). (A1)

On the other hand, applying the Meyer-It6 formula (see Theorem 70 in [16]) to the semi-martingale
X; — b(t), we obtain

X, — b(t)] = | Xo — b(0)]| + /0 sign(X,_ — b(s))d(X, — b(s))

(A.2)
+2 ) [xo_svis)y (Xe = b(9))™ + Lix, ooy (Xs — b(s) 7] + LY.
0<s<t
Since Z} = (X; +b(t) — |X; — b(t)]) and Z} = § (X; + b(t) + | X, — b(t)]), using (A.2), we get
1 . .
az} = 3 {(1 — sign(Xe— — b(t)))dX, + (1 + sign(X,_ — b(t)))db(t) — de;} "
— [Lgx,sbey (Xe = b)) ™ + Lyx, <peyy (Xe = b)) 7],
1 . .
az} = 5 {(1 +sign(Xo— — b(£)))dX, + (1 + sign(X,— — b(t)))db(t) — de;} )
+ [Lx,sbiey (Xe = (1) ™ + Lpx, <peyy (Xe — () 7]
It follows from the dynamics of Z7, i € {1,2} that
i AN 1 c c
d(z',2"), = (1{Xt<b(t)} + Zl{Xt:b(t)}> d(X, X)} = 1ix,_<b)yd (X, X)y, (A.5)

where the second equality follows from the occupation density formula, see e.g. Corollary 1 on page 219
of [16]. Applying the classical Ité’s formula to F*(Z},t) and F?(Z?,t) and using the dynamics of Z! and
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72, we get
t 1 t c
FA(Z},t) = F'(2},0) /F; s+ [ FNEL sazt+ g [ FLezb a2 2,
0
+ 3 [FY(2),s) - FNZL,s) - AZIF)(Z) . s)]
0s<t
t
— F}(2,0) / FAZE s+ 5 [ (1 sign(Xe b)) FLZ )i,
0
1
+ 2/0(1+s1gn(X_ b(s))EX(ZL | s)db(s) (A.6)
= D sy (X = b(8)) ™ + Lix, <p(s)y (X = b(s)T] FH(ZL, s)
0<s<t
1 ¢ 1 1 b 1 ! 1 1 c c
_5/0 Fm(Zs—7S)st +§/0 1{X$,<b(s)}F‘m (Zs ,S)d<X , X >s
Z [Fl(Zsl7S) - F(Z;_,S) - AZSlF;(Zsl_,S)H ) and
0<s<t
t 1 t c
F2(Z2,t) = F2(Z2,0) /F2 ds+/ Fg(zf_,s)dzf+§/ F2,(s,22)d (2% Z*)°
0 0
+ > [FA(Z2s) - FX (22, s) — AZZFHZ2 ) s)]
0s<t
t
= F%(Z2,0) / F2(Z2_ s)ds + ;/ (1 + sign(Xs_ —b(s)))F2(Z2_,5)dX,
0
1
+3 /O (1~ sign(Xo— — b(s)) F2(Z2_, 5)db() (A7)
+ ) [Lxa by (Xe = b(9))™ + Lix, <o (Xs — b(s) 7] F2(Z2_, )
0<s<t

1/t 1 [t . we
- 5/ Fgf(Zsz_,S)dL?Jrg/o Lo, <ps) Fae(Z2_.5)d (X, X°),

+ Y [F(Z25) - F(Z2 . s) - AZZF2(Z2_,5)]] .
0<s<t

By splitting each term to their respective values on the sets {Xs_ < b(s)}, {Xs— = b(s)} and {X;— >
b(s)}, it can be seen that the following four equations are satisfied:

FY(Z},0) 4+ F?(Z2,0) = F(X0,0) + F(b(0),0), (A.8)

1 t
/ Zs_ 8 ds—l—/ FX(Z /Ft(X _+,8) + Fiy(Xs——,s)ds
0

+/0 [F (b(s)+, 8)Lx,_<b(s)} + 3 (Ft(b( )=, 8) 4+ Fy(b(s)+,8)) Lx, =p(s)y + Fr(b(s)—, ) 1x, sp(s)} | 45,
(A.9)
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%/0 (1 —sign(X,_ —b(s)))FX(ZL ,s)dX, + %/0 (1 +sign(X,_ — b(s)))F2(Z2_,5)dX,

. (A.10)
1
-1 / [Fo(Xy_ b, 8) + Fy (Xs_—, )] dX,,
0
1 . 11 1/ . 2/ 2
5 [ (14 sign(Xs— —b(s))F (Z,—, s)db(s) + 5 | (1 - sign(Xs— —b(s)))F5 (Z;-, 5)db(s) =
0 0
t
1
/0 [Fx(b(3)+, $)Lx,_<(s)} T+ 3 [Fr(b(5)4, 8) 4+ Fr(b(s)—, )] Lix,_=p(s)} + Fu(b(s)—, 8)11x,_>p(s)} | db(5).
(A.11)
On the other hand, (3.15) of [12] still holds:
¢
1
F(b(t),t) = F(b(O), 0) + /0 [Ft(b(8)+, 5)1{X57<b(s)} + 5 [B(b(s)—, S) + Ft(b(s)—l—, S)l{XS,:b(s)}]
+ Fi(b(s)—, 5)1{X5>b(s)}:| ds
. (A.12)
1
/0 [Fm(b(8)+v 8)1{X5,<b(s)} + 5 [Fx(b(s)_7 8) + Fw(b(s)+7 S)l{XS,:b(s)}]
#EL) 501 x| 0.
whose proof is carried out by using the uniqueness of finite measures on p-systems.
Let us analyze the jump terms in (A.6) and (A.7). We will denote
A== [Lix, i) (Xs = b(8))™ + Lix,<pis)y (Xs — b(s))T] FA(Z)_, 5) (A13)
+ [Fl(Zsl7S)_F(Zsl—7s)_AZSlFJ}(Zsl—7S)H7 ‘
B = [Lx, sp(s))(Xs = b(s))™ + Lix, sy (Xs — b(s) ] FZ(Z2_,5)
+ Y [FAZ25) - F(ZE,s) - AZZF2(Z2,5)]] . (A.14)

0<s<t

Depending on the whereabouts of X, and X, with respect to the boundary curve b, A and B take four
different values:

(1) Xs— > b(s) and X; > b(t). In this case
A=0, B=F*X,,s)— F}(X,_,s) - AX F2(X,_,s), (A.15)
and
A+ B =F(Xs,s) — F(Xs_,5) — AX Fp(Xs_+, s). (A.16)
(2) Xs— > b(s) and X < b(s). In this case
A= —(b(s) = X)Fp (b(s), 5) + F(Xs, 8) = F1(b(s), 5) — (Xs — b(s)) Fz (b(s), 5)

= FY(X,,8) — FY(b(s), ), (A.17)

B

2 _ 2 s) — (b(s) — X, )F? -8
(45) = XF 2 (b(s), 5) + F2(b(s), 5) = F*(Xso,8) = (b(s) = Xeo )} (X, 5) (A1)

F2(b(s),s) — F?(X,_,s) — AX,F?(X,_,s), and
A+ B =F(Xs,8) — F(Xs—,8) — AX F (Xs+,5). (A.19)
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(3) Xs— < b(s) and X > b(s). We have that
A=—(Xs—b(s))FH(Xs_,8) + F'(b(s),s) — F'(Xs_,5) — (b(s) — X, )F}(Xs_,5)

1 1 1 (A.20)
=F(b(s),s) — F(Xs—,8) — AXF (X5, ),
B = (X5 = b(s))F7(b(s), 5) + F(Xs, 8) = F2(b(s), 8) — (Xs = b(s)) F7 (b(s), 5)
) ) (A.21)
= F*(Xs,s) — F=(b(s), s).

As a result

A+ B =F(Xs,8)— F(Xs—,5) — AX F,(Xs——, s). (A.22)
(4) Xs— <b(s) and X < b(s). Clearly,

A=F'(X,,s) - F'(Xs_,s) - AX,F}(X,_,s) and B=0. (A.23)

As a result
A+ B=F(X,,s) — F(X,_,s) — AX,Fy(X,_, s). (A.24)

Now combining (A.1), (A.5), (A.6), (A.7), (A.8), (A.9), (A.10), (A.11), (A.12), (A.16), (A.19), (A.22),
(A.24), we obtain

F(X;,t) = F(X0,0) + % /Ot [Ft(Xs—+,s) + Ft(Xs——, )] ds

I 1/t
5 | Pt s) o+ X=X+ 5 [ 1 Pl X ) (XX
0
+ Z |: X573 (Xs—ys)_AXst(Xs—_as)l{Xs,gb(s)}_AXst(SaXs—+)1{XS,>b(s)}
0<s<t
| A 10,1 b
t3 [F(Z;_,s) — F'(Z,_,s)] dLj.
0

(A.25)
The last term on the right-hand-side of (A.25) can be written as

1 1

t t
5 /0 [F2(Z2_,s) — FN(Z!_,5)] dL} = 5 /0 [Fx(XS_—l—,s)—Fx(Xs_—,s)} Lix., —p(s)3dLf,  (A.26)

using Theorem 69 of [16]. On the other hand, the jump term in (A.25) can be written as

> |:F(Xsa 8) = F(Xs,8) = AXFo(Xoo—, 8)1ix, <pis)y — AXsFu(s, Xs—+)1{Xs>b(s)}:|

0<s<t ' (A27)
— Z [F(Xs, s) — F(X,_,s) — §AXS [Fo(Xs_—,5) + Fp(Xs_+,5)] }
0<s<t
This completes the proof. O
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