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A Proof of the Smoothness of the Finite T Ine

Horizon American Put Option for Jump D iffusions
y

E rhan Bayraktar #*

A bstract

W e give a new proofofthe fact that the value fiinction ofthe nite tin e horizon Am erican
put option fora jum p di usion, when the jum ps are from a com pound P oisson process, is the
classical solution of a quasitvariational nequality and it is C! across the optin al stopping
boundary. O ur proofonly uses the classicaltheory of parabolic partialdi erential equations
ofFriedm anl (1964,12006) and does not use the the theory of vicosity solutions, since ourproof
relies on constructing a sequence of fiinctions, each ofwhich isa valie fiinction ofan optin al
stopping tin e ora di usion. T he sequence is constructed by iterating a fuinctional operator
that m aps a certain class of convex functions to an ooth functions satisfying variational
nequalities (or to value functions of optin al stopping problem s involving only a di usion).
T he approxin ating sequence converges to the value function exponentially fast, therefore it
constitutes a good approxin ation schem e, since the optin al stopping problem s for di usions
can be readily solved. O urtechnigque also ketsone seew hy the jum p-di usion controlproblem s
m ay be an oother than the controlproblem sw ith piece-w ise determ inistic M arkov processes:
In the form er case the sequence of finctions that converge to the value function is a sequence
of value function of control problem s for di usions, and in the Jatter case the converging
sequence is a sequence of the value fiinctions of determ inistic optim alcontrolproblem s. T he

rst of these sequences is known to be an oother than the second one.

1 Introduction

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

dSy= S.dt+ S.dW .+ St @ 1)N @t;dz) L1)
R+
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Wewilltake = r+ , In which

= xvdx)< 1 ; r2)
Ry
(@ standing assum ption). Here, S is the price of a security/stock and the dynam ics in [L) are
stated under a risk neutralm easure. The constant r 0 is the Interest rate, and the constant
> 0 is the volatility.

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

V x;T) = sup E*Xfe * ® S )'g; 13)
2SO;T

n which Sp,r isthe set of stopping tim es (ofthe Itration generated by W and N ) taking values
In 0;T ], and E* is the expectation under the probability m easure P, given that Sg = x.

W e will show that V is the classical solution of a quasivariational inequality and that i
satis es an ooth t principke across the optim al stopping boundary, ie., V ( ; ) is continuously
di erentiable w ith respect to its st variable at the optim al stopping boundary. W e argue this
by showing that V ( ; ) isthe xed point ofan operator, which we willdenote by J, that m aps
functions to the value functions of optin al stopping problem s or di usions. A s soon as a given
function, £ ( ; ) has som e reqularity properties, we show that Jf ( ; ) is the unique (classical)
solution of a quasitvariational nequality and satis es the snooth t principle (it is C ! across
the optim al stopping boundary). W e show that V has these reqularity properties by m aking
use a sequence (fterating J starting at the pay-o function of the put option) that converges
to V uniform Iy and exponentially fast. This incidentally gives a num erical procedure, w hose
accuracy versus speed characteristics can be controlled, since the optin al stopping problem s for
di usions can be solved readily using the several num erical procedures that are available (eg.

M onte€C arlo m ethods oflLongsta and Schwartz (2001),|G Jassermm ann and Yu (2004) or Finie
D i erence M ethods in [W_im ott et all. (1995) orK usner and D upuis (2003)).

Pham! (1997) provided a proof that the value function V is the classical solution of a quasi-
variational inequality using a com bination oflFriedm an (2006) and the theory of viscosity solu—
tions. See P roposition 3.1 in|Pham! (1997) which carries out its proof (details are not provided
but hinted) using sin ilar line of argum ents to the proof of P roposition 5.3 in [Pham| (199§),
w hich uses the uniqueness results for viscosity solutions, see eg. [Ishii (1989). O ur proof does
notm ake use the theory of viscosity solutions and relies on constructing a sequence of functions,
each of which is a value function of an optim al stopping tin e for a di usion. This technique
provides an intuitive explanation as to why the Jum p-di usion optin al stopping problem sm ay
be an oother than the control problem s w ith piecew ise determm inistic M arkov processes. The
failure of the an ooth t principle was observed for exam ple In optin al stopping problem for
m ultidin ensional piecew ise determ inistic processes In IBayraktar et all (2006). In the case of
optin al stopping problem s for jum p di usions the sequence of functions that converge to the
value finction is a sequence of value function of control problem s for di usions, and in the case
of optim al stopping problem s for piecew ise determ inistic processes the converging sequence is a
sequence of the value functions of determ inistic optin alcontrolproblem s. The rst ofthese two
sequences is known to be an oother. A 1so, as we m entioned before, our proofprocedure gives an
accurate num erical procedure as an added bene t.

The in nite horizon Am erican put option for jum p di usions were analyzed In [Bayraktar
(2007) by sin ilar means. The m ain di culty in this paper stem s from the fact that we are



dealing w th two din ensional parabolic variational inequalities. For exam ple, we m ake use of
Friedm an (200€), K aratzas and Shreve (1998), Chapter 2, (also seelPeskir and Shiryaev (200€6),
Chapter 7) to study the properties of the operator J, and we show that the approxim ating
sequence of functions are bounded w ith respect to the H older sam inom (seelFrdedm an (1964),
page 61) to argue that the lim it of the approxin ating sequence Which isa xed point of J)

solves a partial di erential equation in a bounded parabolic dom ain , etc. |A 1ili and K yprianou

(2005) and M ordeckiand Salm inen (2006) considered the snooth t principl (the fact that
the value fiinction is C ' across the optin al stopping boundary) for one-din ensional exponential
Levy processes using uctuation theory. See Bayraktar (2007) for a detailed discussion.

W e represent the value finction of the Am erican put option for an jum p di usion process
as a lim i of a sequence of optim al stopping problem s for a di usion (y taking the horizon of
the problem to be the tin es of Jum ps of the com pound P oisson process). Som ew hat sin ilar,
approxin ation techniques were used to solve optin alstopping problem s fordi usions (ot jum p
di usions), see eg. |A varez (2004) for perpetual optin al stopping problem s w ith non-am ooth
pay-o functions, and [Carr (1998) and Bouchard et all (2005) for nite tin e horizon A m erican
put option pricing problem s.

The next two sections prepare the proof our m ain resul Theorem [3.]] in a sequences of
Lemm ata and Corollaries. Our contrbution is not the result itself but our proof of it. In
the next section, we introduce the functional operator J, that m aps a function to the value
function of an optim al stopping tim e for a di usion, and analyze its properties: or eg. it
preserves convexiy with respect to the st variable, the increase in the Holder sam inom of
the function can be controlled, i m aps certain class of functions to the classical solutions of
quasivariational inequalities. In Section 3, we construct a sequence of functions that converge
to the value function unifom ly and exponentially to the am allest xed point of the operator J
that is greater than the pay-o of the put option. W e show that the sequence has bounded in
the Holder nom , convex w ith respect to the st variable, etc using resuls of Section 2. W e
eventually arrive at the fact that the xed point ofthe operatorwe consider is the value finction
itself and is the classical solution of the quasivariational inequalities and satis es smooth t

principle.

2 A FunctionalO perator and Its P roperties

Let us de ne an operator J through its action on a test function £ : Ry R, ! R,,asthe

value function of the ollow Ing optin al stopping problem
Z

Jf x;T)= sup E¥ e T pr@;T tdatte ) ®  sHT 2.1)
2So;r 0
in which Z
PEx;T t©= fxz;T t) dz); x O: 22)
R,

Wewillextend T ! Jf x;T) onto 0;1 ]be ktting

Jfx;1 )= ]jml Jf x;T): 23)
T!

Here, S0 = fSS;t Og is the solution of

dsl= sldt+ slaw. SQ=x; 24)



whose in nitesim al is given by

1, ,& d
A=—- "X—+ x—; 2.5)
2 dx? dx
and S p;r js’chesetofst:oppjngtjmesofsO which take values In [0;T ]. W e w ill denote
s = xHy; 2.6)
where
1
Hy= exp 5 2 4+ Wi 2.7)

The next rem ark characterizes the optin al stopping tin es of [2.I)) using the Snell envelope
theory.

Rem ark 2.1 Let use denote

t
Ye= e "5 pf@;T s)dste PR s))t: 28)
0
U sing the strong M arkov property of Sp we can determ ine the Snell envelope of Y as
Z ¢

¢ = sup EfY Fg=-e Hr)tJf(SS;T )+ e Wt s Pf(SS;T s)ds; t2 0;T] .9)
2S¢ 0

in which S¢r is the set of stopping tim es taking value in ;T ]. Then using Theorem D .12 in
K aratzas and Shreve (199§), the stopping tim e

« = Mfft2 O;T) : =Yg T = infft2 O;T1:J£ 85T =K sdH'g; 2 10)

satis es

Jf (x;T) = E* e @ pPE@;T pdt+e Tl s%) (211)
0

R
M oreover, the stopped process (Jf(SS;T £t )+ Ot g Ot )s Pf(i;T s)ds)t o is a

m artingale. The second in mum in (2.10) is kess than T because Jf(SS;O) = K S?)Jr .

W hen f is bounded it follows from the bounded convergence theorem that (using the resuls
of Baymktar (2007) and argum ents sim ilar to the ones used in Corollary 7.3 in Chapter 2 of
K aratzas and Shreve (1998))

Jf x;1 )= sup EX e B pr@;l)dtte Ik 8Ot 212)
2S50;1 0

which is the valie fiinction ofthe in nite horizon version of (2.1)).
T he next Jmm a on the m onotonicity properties of Jf ( ; ) Inm ediately ollow s fron2.1]) .

Lemma 2.1 LetT ! f (x;T) be non-decreasing, and x ! f (x;T) be non-increasing. T hen the
functions T ! Jf x;T) isnon-decreasing and x ! Jf (x;T) is non-increasing.



As we shall see next, the operator J in [2.]]) preserves convexity W ith respect to the st
variabl).

Lemma?2.2 LetJbeasin [ZJ). Then iff :R, R, ! R, isa convex finction in is rst
variablk, then so is Jf R, Ry ! Ry

Proof: Note that ff £ ( ;T t) is convex, so isP£( ;T t). Because’d= xH ) is linear in
x, it followsthat x ! Pf xH;T  t) isa convex fiinction of x forallt 2 Ry . Therefore, the
integral in [2.0]) is also convex in x. A Iso note that K xH )" isalso convex in x. Sihce the
upper envelope (suprem um ) of convex fiinctions is convexity Jf (R R,y ! R, follows.

Rem ark 2.2 Since x = 0 is an absorbing boundary for the process S°, orany £ :R, Ry !
Ry
z t

sup e ®)S £(0;T s)ds+e (TPEK
©f0Tg 0
Z

JE£©0;T)

. (2.13)

max K; e WIS £0;T s)ds+e (PTK ;T 0:
0

If we further assume £( ; ) K,then J£E0;T) = K, T 0. M oreover if £ is convex with
respect to its rst variablk, then

DXJE( ;T) 1; rall T2 D;1 1: 214)
M oreover, D*Jf (x;T) 1, x> 0and T 2 ;1 1. Here D¥ and D* denote the right-

derivative and keftderivative operators with respect to the rst variablk.

T he next two Jem m as are very crucial for our proof of the sm oothness of the A m erican option
price for jum p di usions, show s that the increase in the H older sem inom that the operator J
causes can be controlled.

Lemma 2.3 Letusassumethatf :R;, R; ! R; isconvex in its rstvariabk and kfk; < K .
Then x ! Jf (x;t) satis es

VEx;T) JEw:T)) ¥ vy &®iy)2Ry Ryj; (2.15)
and allT 0.
Proof: Observe that x ! Jf (x;t) is non—ncreasing by Lemm a[2.1l), convex (Lemm al2.2),

and satis es
JE&;T) ® x)Y JfEO;T)=K: (2.16)

T his In plies that the keft and right derivatives satisfy
1 D*Jf&;T) DIJfx;T) 0; x> 0;T O: @217

Now the result follow s since the derivatives are bounded by 1. (@lso see Theorem 24.7 (on page
237) In Rodkafellar (1997), especially the proof of the second statem ent of the theorem ).



Rem ark 2.3 Let Tp 2 (0;1 ) and denote the value function of the Am erican put option (for
the di usion S °) by
n o
F&T)= sup E e @) ® xH )" ; x2R,;T2 D;Tol: (2.18)
280;T

Then for S T To
F &;T) F&;S) C T s5% 2.19)

forallx 2 R; and for some C thatdepends only on Ty. See eg. equation (2.4) in|/Pham| (1997).
Lemma 2.4 Letusassume that or some L 2 (0;1 )
¥Fe;T) £&S)3 LI S3? (TiS)2 BoiTol; 2 20)
forallx2 R;,for0 Syg< Tp< 1 .Then
PE£6;T) JEK;S)) @L+C)E S§7; (T;S)2 BoiTols (221)

forsome a2 (0;1), whenever,

r sj< = = @22)
J r+ K )
Hers, C 2 (0;1 ) isas in Rem ark[2.3.
Proof: W ithout loss of generality wewillassumethat T > S (and use Lemm al2.]]).
AL Z
Jf &;T) Jf (x;S) sup E e " PEFRH ;T tdt+te ) ®  xH )T
250, 0 "
Z ng A
E e It PEFRH ;S bdt+ e TSI R xH ag)T
0
n Z
= sup E e Y PERH GT t PE&HyGS B)dt
20,1 0
7 #
+ lesc 4 e I PEFxRH ;S Bdt+ e ©T) K xH )Y e TS R xHg)'
s
LT s)2+ K o ®+)8 o @ T
r+ r+
n o n o
+ supE e ®) g xH ) E e ™S K xHg)"
28s;tT
L@ s+ K (T S)+te I F@EGT S) FHs;0);
r
L+C @ S)™+ K @ S)
r+
(223)
nwhichF ( ; ) isgiven bf2{8). To derive the second inequalty, we used the fact that
Z
PEHGT t) PEfEHGS 1) dz)  kzH T t) f&zHGS 03 LT s§7%5
R
224)



which follow s from the assum ption In [220); and that

7 ~g Z T
K
E lgs< g e ) PEFRH ;S bdt E e O tar K e FFI)S ¢
0 S + K
@2 25)
and also that
e FHIS o EIT o EFIS rp )T S) @+ )T S): 2 26)

The second equality in [2.23), on the other hand, follow s from the strong M arkov property of
S% and the form of the optin al stopping tim es in [2.10) (ie. the fact that the optin al stopping
tim es are hitting tin es is used here).

N ow , observe that since T and S satisfy [222) we obtain [221]) using [223)) and 2.19).

Recalling Rem ark [2.]], Jet us de ne the continuation region and its sections by

clt = £T;x)2 0;1 )2 :Jf&x;T)> K x)'g; andCTJf =fx2 0;1):J£@T;x)> K x)'g;
@27)
T > 0, respectively.

Lemma 2.5 Suppose that £ : Ry Ry ! Ry issuch thatx ! f x;T) is a positive convex
function, T ! f x;T) is non-decreasing, and kfk; K. Forevery T > 0, there exists

cf(I) 2 (0;K ) such fnatcgf= (cf(l“);l ). M oreover, T ! cf(I) is non-increasing.

Proof: Letus rstshow thatifx K ,thenx2 Cgf,ﬁ)raJlT 0. Let

w=ff0 t T :SY K "g: 2 28)
Since
Pf0O< »< Tg> 0 forx K; 229)
forallT > 0, we have that
Z "
E* e ) prehT patte g s > 0; (2.30)

0
which inplies that x 2 CJ© .
O n the other hand, i is clear that
K x)' JEfx;T) Jf&;l); &®T)2Rs Ry: 231)

Recall [2.12)), which showsthat Jf ( ;1 ) is the value filnction ofan in nite horizon problem . It
was shown In [Bayraktar (2007) (see Corollary 2 .4) under the condition on the right derivative
of f that there exist If 2 (0;K ) such that

Jfx;l )= K x)";x20;%); Jfx;l)> ® x)';x2 @;1): 2 32)

Since, x ! JfRx;1 )and x ! Jfx;T), T 0, are convex functions (from Lemma 22 In
Bayraktar (2007) and Lemm a[22 respectively), [230), 231) and 232) mm ply that there exists
apointcf (T)2 (F;K ) such that

Jfx)= K x)\";x2 0;F @) JEGT)> K x)'ix2 @)1 ); @.33)

(r+ )T



orT > 0. The rst statem ent of the Lemm a imm ediately ollow s from (2.33).

The fact that T ! c(T) is non-increasing follow s from the fact that T ! Jf ;T) is non-
decreasing.

W e will argue In the follow ing lemm a that, if £ ( ; ) has certain reqularity properties, then
Jf ( ; ) isthe classical solution of a parabolic variational inequality.

Lemma 2.6 Letusassume that £ :R, R; ! R, isconvex in its rst vardiablk, kfk; K.
Moreover, T ! f (x;T) isnon-increasing, H oder continuous uniform I in T on com pact subsets
of R, . Then the function Jf : R, R; ! R, (the restriction of Jf onto Rf) is the unique
bounded solution of

Aux;T) @+ ) ux;T)+ @f)(X;T)@%u@;T)=O x> 5 (T); (2.34)

uk;T)= K x) x J5T); @ 35)

in which A isas in [2.9) and ¢f isas in Lemmal2.5.

Proof: The proof ism otivated by T heorem 2.7.7 of[K aratzas and Shreve (199§). E quation
[239) is clearly satis ed by Jf. Next, we will rst show that Jf satis es (2.34). Let us take
apontin (T) 2 c?f and consider a bounded rectangke R = (g;t) (x1;x2) containing
this point, the parabolic boundary of this rectanglke Q)R and the parabolic partial di erential
equation PDE)

Au;T) T+ ) u;T)+ P £f)x;T) @%U(X;T)= 0 jI'lR; (2.36)

ux;T)= Jf x;T) on @R :

As a result of Lemmas23 and [24 Jf satis es the uniform Lipschitz and Holder continuity
conditions, which in plies that Jf is continuous. O n the other hand

PEX;T) PEf(iS)] Zﬁf(x;T) Pf@;8)j+ PEfx;S) PE(y;S)]

@dz) (f xz;T) f&xz;8)j+ f xz;S) £fz;S)I 237)

Ry

L si?+ x y3

in which L is a constant that dependson ty and t; and isas in [I2). Then parabolic partial
di erential equation in (2.36) has a unique solution as a corollary of Theoram 52 in [Friedm an
2006) .

W e will show that this unique solution coincides w ith Jf using optional sam pling theoram .
Let us introduce the stopping tin e

= nff 2 Dite t): ixoH 2QRg”™ (b t); 2.38)

which is the st tine S hits the parabolic boundary starting from (xg;to), and the process
N ()=e "udH jtp )+ ,e ) PEE;T bvdt 2 Dity tl From the classical



t0’'s form ula it follow s that the stopped processN ( * ) isa bounded m artingale. Asa result
Z

Ueit)) =N 0)=E*fN ()g=E e " Jf®H ;ty ))+ e Wt pE@;T bdt
0
2 .39)
t

O n the other hand, clearly % » Shce the stopped process (J £ (SS;T £t x)+ e ()t
Pf (SS;T s)ds): ¢ is a bounded m artingale, another application of the optional sam pling

theoram yields
Z

E e Jf xoH ;tgy )+ e WY pEE;T bdt = JF (xoitp): @ 40)
0

Combining [2.39) and [2.40) we see that [2.34)) is satis ed in the classical sense, since the choice
of &o;ty) 2 C?* was arbitrary.

W e still need to show unigqueness am ong bounded functions. Fix x > JE(T). Let u be
bounded fiinction satisfying [2.35) and [234). LetusdeneM . = e fuxHgT t) +
Ote et pf(E;T s)ds. Using the classical 6 ormula it is clear that M ¢~ ) is a
bounded m artingale. Since 4 isoptin al (see [2.11)), by the c%ptionalsam pling theorem we have

M (0)=E*fM (4)g=E e " uH
Z

E e ® xH )+ e Bt pEE;T s)ds = JFfx;T):
0

u&;T) ;T <)+ e FHE Pf(Sg;T s)ds

0

x

(2.41)

Lemma 2.7 ForagivenT > 0, tx ! f (x;T) ke a convex and non-increasing finction. T hen
the convex function x ! Jf &;T) isofchssC! atx = c(T), ie.,

ng x;T) = 1: 242)
@x

x=c(T)

Proof: The proof is sim ilar to the proof of Lemm a 7.8 on page 74 oflK aratzas and Shreve
(1998), but we w ill provide it here for the sake of com pleteness. Let x = c(T'), then
Z

x+ "

Jfx+ ";T)=FE e P Pf(x+ MEHGT bHdt+te ) g x+ MHE L)Y
ZO x+ "
= F e WY PF&H;T tdt+ K oxH )
0
Z x+ "
+E e ™ Pf(xk+ "HGT B PE&HGT pldt
n 0 O
+E e @t ) x+n 126 ®x+ "H e )+ K <H X+“)+
n O
JE@T)+E lf  .c7qe )% ® &+ ™H . & xH _.)
n (@)
+E le,o1qe ) K &+ ME )T K oxH L)
n O
Jf&;T) "EX 1f ,.<rqe &) "H
n (@] n (@]
= JE&;T) "EX e W) xtH ., 4+ "EX 1y _g.e O TH.
@ 43)



The second nequality follow s since x4+ is not optim al when one starts at x and that x !
P f (x;T) is a decreasing function forany T 0. From [2.43) it ollow s that

DXJf &+;T) 1; (2 44)

sihce e ®* J*H . is a uniform Iy Integrable m artingale and 44» # 0. Convexity of Jf (t;x)
(Lem am [2.2)) in plies that

1=D*Jfx ;t) DIJf x+;b 1; (2 45)
which yields the desired resul.

The operator J in [2.]]) preserves boundedness and order.

Lemma 2.8 Letf :Ry R; ! R, ke abounded fiinction. Then Jf is also bounded. In fact,

0 kJfk; K + kfk; : 2 46)

r+

M oreover, if T ! f x;T) is non-decreasing, then so isT ! Jf (x;T).

P roof: The proof ©llow s directly from the de nition in (2.1)).

Lemm a 2.9 The opemator J in (2.1]) preserves order, ie. whenever for any f1;f, :Ry Ry !
R, satisfy f; %;T) £ &;T),then Jf; ®;T) JfH x;T) forall X;T)2 Ry Ry

Proof: The fact that J preserves order is evident from [2.0]).

3 A Sequence ofValueFunctionsofO ptim alStopping P roblem s
for S° A pproxin ating V

Let us de ne a sequence of functions by
Vo;T)= K  %); a1 &T)=Jv, &;T);n 0; frall k;T)2 R, Ry . 31)
W e extend these functionsonto Ry R, by ltting

Vo ;1 )= Ilm v, &;T): 32)
T! 1
T his sequence of finctions is a bounded sequence as the next lemm a show s.

Corollary 3.1 Let (), o beasin (BI). Foralln O,

K x) v, x;T) 1+; K; &T)2R, Ry: 33)

10



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: O bserve that vo &;T) = K x)*, x;T) 2
R, R, ,satis es (33).Assume [33) hods forn = n and ket us show that fhodsforn= n+ 1.
T hen using [2.44)

kvnt1ky = kJvhk K +

1+ - K= 1+ — K: 34)
r+ r

-

As a corollary of Lemm as[22 and [2.9 we can state the follow ing corollary, whose proof can
be carried out by induction.

C orollary 3.2 Recallthe sequence of functions, 7, ( ; ))o, de ned in 3Jl). 7, &;T))n o is
increasing forall x;T) 2 Ry R; .The function x ! v, ;T),x 0, isconvex forallT 2 R, .

Rem ark 3.1 Letusde ne,

vi X;T) = supvy, X;T); &T)2 Ry Ry 3.5)
n 0

T his function is wellde ned as a result of (3.3) and Comlhary[3.2. In fact, it is convex because
it is the upper envelope of convex finctions and it is bounded by the right-hand-side of [3.3)).

C orollary 3.3 For each n Oand t2 R, x ! v, %;T), is a decreasing function on 0;1 ).
Moreover, T ! v, x;T) is non-decreasing. The same hods forx ! v, &;T), x 0, for all
T2R,.

Proof: The behaviour with respect to the st variabl is a corollary of C orollary [32 and
Rem ark [3]] since any convex function that is bounded from above is decreasing. T he behavior
w ith respect to the second variable is a corollary of the second statem ent in Lemm a[2.8.

Now , we can sharpen the upperbound in C orollary [3.]], and this has som e in plications about
the conthuity ofx ! (v, &;T)), 1 andx ! v &;T) atx= 0.

Rem ark 3.2 The upper bound in {3.1) can be sharpened using C orollary [3.3 and Rem ark [2.2.
Indesd, we have

K x)+ vh X;T)< K; foreachn; and K x)+ vy X;T)<K,; &;T)2 (©O;1 )2:

(3.6)
It ©llows from this ocbservation and Cormlary 3.3 that revery T 2 Ry, x ! v, x;T), Por
every n,and x ! v; (X;T), are continuous at x = 0. Since they are convex, these functions are
continuous on [0;1 ).

Lemma 3.1 The function v; ( ; ) isthe smallkst xed point of the operator J.

11



Proof:

vi ;T ©=supvy X;T 1B
n 1
Z
= sup sup E¥ e Bt pyedT bHdtte ©) g sYH*
n 1 ZSO;T 0
Z
= sup supE* e Bt pyedT vdte ©) g sYH* 3.7)
ZSO;T n 1 0
Z
= sup EF e T P (supJn)(SS;T tat+ e ) ® s
28S0;r 0 n 1

Jvi ;T )

In which Jast Ine follow s by applying the m onotone convergence theoram twice. Letw Ry

Ry ! R4 Dbe another =xed point of the operator J. For (x;t) 2 R Ry, w&;T t) =
Jw ;T t),whith imnpliesthatw ;T t=Jw ;T t) K x)" =vw( ).Now assume
thatw ;T t) vpa&;T ©.Thenw ;T t)=JIw x;T 1t Jvp ;T = w1 &;T B
Therefore,w ;T t) v, ®;T t) Poralln O0.Therbdhre,w ;T t) Sup, ova &X;T B

vi ;T 9.

Lemma 3.2 The sequence fv, ( ; Jgp converges uniforml to v ( ; ). In fact, the mte of
convergence is exponential:

n

K; &;T)2R.: R,y : (3.8)

vn X;T) v &;T) v &;T)+

Proof: The rst inequality follow s from the de niion ofvy ( ; ). The second inequality can
be proved by induction. T he inequality holds when we set n = 0 by Ream ark [32. A ssum e that
the Inequality hods forn = n > 0. Then

Z
v, x;T)= sup E* e T Py gYT bHdtte ©) g sH*
250;1 0
Z
sup EX e @ pyEd%T bdtte ) g 89 (3.9)
2501 0
Z 1 n n+1
+ dte ‘*Yt K = vy, &;T)+ K:
0 +r r
Rem ark 3.3 Note that, ora xed Ty > O,
n n
v ;T) v &;T) vy &;T)+ 1 e ®F )To K; x2R,;T2 (0;Tg): 310)

+r

T his can be derived using an induction argum ent as in the proof of Lem m a[3.2], when one replaces

12



3.9) by

vy 6T sup E* e T P}{(SS;T tdt+ e ) ®  sHF
2501 0
To n n n+ 1

+ dte (*¥t 1 e @ )To K = V1 &T)+K 1 e & )7To
0 +r +r

(311)

Observe that one can replace K in (3.I0) by kvi  wvok; . Note that the convergence rate in
[31I0) is fast. This will lad to a num erical schem e for the price of the Am erican option whose
error versus accuracy characteristics can ke controlled.

Remark 3.4 LetTg 2 (0;1 ). Then it can be shown using sim ilar argum ents that we used in
the proof of Lemm a [2.4 that for (T;S) 2 (0;ToF,
1 6GT) wikS)) K ¥ osjrcy siT (312)
rallx 2 Ry, in which C 2 (0;1 ) is as in Rem ark[2Z3. In fact
Jn &;T) vik;S)3 LI 5T (313)
forallx 2 Ry and for som e L that depends only on Tg.

The next Jemm a show s that the functions v, n 0 and v; , are Jocally H older continuous
w ith respect to the tin e variabl.

Lemma 3.3 LetTp 2 (0;1 ) and L 2 (0;1 ) be as in Remark[34 and C 2 (0;1 ) ke as in
Remark[2.3. Then or T;S 2 (0;Ty) we have that

2

C 1=2 . r L
T S jL whenever T Sj — ;. (314)
1 a r+ K

Jn &;T)  Vu ®;S)] L+

orallx 2 R, and oralln 1.Here, a2 (0;1) isas in Lemma[2.4. M oreover,

2

C 1=2 . r L
T S j1L whenever T Sj —  ; (315)
1 a r+ K

Jn 6&;T) v %;S)7J L+

forallx 2 R, .

Proof: The proof of [314) willbe carried out using an induction argum ent. O bserve from
Rem ark [34] that [3.14) holds orn = 1. Let us assum e that [3.14]) holds orn and show that it
holds orn + 1. Using Lemm a[2.4 we have that

r L+C=@1 a)

+C ¥ si?% ¥ sj

, , C
Vn+1 &iT) Vi1 X;5)7 a L+ 1

r+ K
(3.10)
It is clear that the right-hand-side of [3.16)) is less than that of [3.14)), and
r L+C=@0 a) r L
i 317)
r+ K r+ K

13
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from which [3.I14) ollow s.
Let us prove [3.19).

1 ®x;T) vi X;S)] 1 &iT) v &;T)J+ i X;T) v X;8)J+ 31 X;8) v (X;8)]

2 T si;

C
K+ L+
1
(3.18)

Prany n > 1, which ©llows from [3.14) and Lemm a[32. The result ollow s after taking the
lin it of right-hand-side of [3.18)).

Lemma 3.4 Let (v, ( ; »)o and &1 ( ; )) be as 13.0) and [3.5), respectively. Then for
n O

Jn & T) v ;T)) ¥ yvF and j &;T) w1 ;T)] X vF &®y)2Rsy Ry; 319)
and for allT 0.
Proof: It ollow s from Rem ark[32 that kv, k; K,Pralln 0,and kv ¥k K .M oreover,

reachn 0, v, ( ;T) isconvex (orallT 2R, ) as a resuk of Corollary [32. On the other
hand, it was pointed in Rem ark [3.]l that v; ( ;T) is convex ©rallT 2 R . Since

Vn+1 &;T)=Jvy, X;T) and v X;T)= Jvi X;T); (320)

[319) ollow s from Lemm alZ2l. N ote that the second equation in [320) is due to Lemm a[3.]].

Lemma 3.5 Let us denote by &, ( ; n)o the sequence of functions de ned in (Z.I) and Xkt
vi ( ; ) denote its lin it. Recall.B4). Then orallT Oandn O, C}’“” = (@1 (T);1)
forsome c™*1 (T)2 O;K) andC}'l = ' (T);1 ) orsomec® 2 (0;K). Then orn 0, the
restriction ofvyy1( ;) ontoijs the unique bounded solution of
@
Avyp1 X;T) @+ ) W1 &;T)+ P¥)&x;T) @—Tvn+1 &;T)=0; x> c™'(@T);

Va+1 &;T)= K x); x  CPPI(T);
321)

in whichA isasin Z3).Also orn 1,vy( ; ) satis es

d
— o+ 1 &;T) = 1; T> O: 3 22)
X

e x=c'n+1(T)

M oreover, the restriction ofwvy; ( ; ) ontofR, is the unique bounded solution of

@ v
Av; ;T) @+ ) v &T)+ Pv)&;T) @—TV1 ®;T)=0 =x>c* (T); (3.23)
i &;T)= K x) x c* (T);
and satis es
gVl x;T) = 1; T > 0: 324)



Proof: The fact that C"»*1 = (¢™*1;1 )and C" = (" ;1 ) orsome c™*! 2 (0;K ) and
c* 2 (0;K) Pllows from Lemm a[2.8 using the fact that the assum ptions in that kmm a hold
as a resukt of C orollaries[3.0, [3.3; R em arks[3.] and [32; and Lem m as[31.

The partial di erential equations (321l) and [323)) are satis ed as a corollary of Lemm a 2.6;
C orollaries[32 and 33, Rem arks[3],32; Lemm as[31], 33.

Observe that since v, ( ; ) is convex (Corollafg2) and non-increasing (€ orollary [3.3) with
respect to its rst variable then vpi1( ; )= J¥ ; ) satis es the smooth t condition 3 22)
as a result of Lenm al2. The asnooth t condition in (324) hods forwv; ( ; ), shogv( ; )=
Jvi ( ; ) @emmlAal), and since x ! vy (x;T) is convex and non-increasing, as a result of
Lemm a[2.7.

The next Jemm a w illbe used to verify the fact that V = v; . The classical Tt6’s rule can not
be applied to the processt ! v (S¢; T t) shee the fiinction v m ay failto be C %7 at the free
boundary. A s a resul the sem im artingale decom position ofthe processt! v S; T t) may
contain an extra temm tem due to the local tin e of the process S at the fiee boundary. This
point isusually ignored in the literature (see eg. the proofof Theoram 32 inPham| (1997)).

Lemma 3.6 Let X = £fX;t 0g e a sem imartingak and b : Ry ! R ke a continuous
function oflounded variation and F :R R, ! R e a continuous function that is C 2il on C
and D (it m ay not be necessarily C 12 across the boundary curve b), in which

C, fx;)2R Ry :x<bf{h)g; D, fx;)2 R R; :x> blg:

T hat is there exittwo J‘imct‘jons}?1;F2 :R Ry ! R,ﬂ'latCZ;l onR R,,andF x;t) = Fl(x;t)
when (x;t) 2 C and F (x;t) = F? (x;t) when (x;t) 2 D . Momover, F! b(t);t) = F? bt);t).
Then the follbw ing generalization of It®’s form ula holds:

Z t
FXegt=F Ko;0)+ EE‘t(Xs +is)+t FeXs ;s)lds
1Z t O
+5 FyXs +7;8)+ FxXs ;s)]dXs
1ZOt
+ > lex . sbe)gFxx s 78)ADX ;X ig (325)
0
X 1
+ F Xsrs) FXs 7s) EXSEXO(S iS)+ FxXg +;5)]
0<s t
Z t

1
+5 Fx®s +78) Fx®s 7s)]lg, =b<s>gdL]§i

where L® is the Jocal tim e of the sem im artingalke X b(t) at zero (see the de nition on page
216 in P rotter (2008)).

This Jemm a was stated by [Peskir (2005) (see Theoram 2.1) for continuous sam In artingales.
T he generalization for the general (hot necessarily continuous) case is ntuitively clear and just
technical, but we w ill provide a proof for the sake of com pleteness.
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Theorem 3.1 LetV ( ; ) as ifl.8), which is the value fiinction of the Am erican put option
for the 3mp di usion S, whose dynam ics are given in (I.I). Assume that r 0. Then
V ( ; ) isthe unique solution (in the classical sense of) the integro-partialdi erential equation in
3.23) and ®;T) 2 Ry R, bkelngs to the optim al continuation region if x > &M oreover,
it satis es the smooth t condition at the optim al stopping boundary, ie.

iV x;T) = 1; T > 0: (326)
@x

x=c"l (T)

Proof: The proof is a classical veri cation theorem that is performm ed using the optional sam —
pling theorem and the generalized Ttd's form ula given above.

Let T 2 (0;1 ) and de ne
Mc=¢e v SyT bB: 327)
Let usde ne
x =T "Ifft2 P;T]:S¢ c* T ba: (328)

It ©llow s from [323) and the classical T®’skemm athat fM  , go + t isabounded P-m artingalk.
U sing the optional sam pling theorem one obtains,

vi GT)=Mo=E*fM ,g=E" e "*vi ;T ) =E* e™ K s,) VT):

(329)

x

In the rest of the proofwe will show that vy &;T) V %;T). Forx < c* (T)wv; &;T) =
K x and

@
Av; ;T) @+ ) v &T)+ Pv)&;T) @—TV1 x;T)
Z
= X r+ YK X) + v xz;T t©) dz)
7 R+ (3.30)
= X r+ )K + v xz;T t©) dz)
R.
x rK ( r)K 0;
under the assum ption that r 0. To derive (330) we used the facts that vy &;T) K

andc® T)< K.

Since vq satis es the smooth t principle across the free boundary, when we apply the gen—
eralized Tt6's ormulatov; (S¢;T  t), the Jocaltin e temm drops. Now togetherw ith [323)) and
[330) we have that v; (S¢;T  t) is a positive P-supem artingale. Again, using the optional
sam pling theorem , orany 2 Sp;r

v &;T)=M, E*fM g=E* e ® v S ;T ) E*X e ® S)" ; (3.31)

thereforev; &;T) V x;T).

4 Appendix
P roof of Lem m a [3.4.
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A s in [Peskir (2005) we willde ne
zl=X."bl) z22=X._b @1)

and note that
FXRyb=Flelhin+F2@it F oo;b: 42)

On the other hand applying the M eyer-Ttd formula (see Theoram 70 in P rotter (2003)) to the
sam im artingale X+ b(t), we have that

Z t
e b= Xo DbO)I+ sigmKs bE)NIKs b))
X 0 423)
+ 2 lex, sbeg®s bE) + g, peg®s bE)' + Li:
O<s t
Since 1 1
zl= S et b Xe b)) zZ= S ®etbO+ Xe bOI; (4 .4)
usihg the Tanaka Hmula [43) we obtain
n (@]
= 5 @ sn@e bE)NdXc+ 1+ sn@e  bE))dbE) ar.® us)
lex, sbog®e bO) + lex, pog®e bm)'

n @)

1
dz 2 5 Q+son®e DbE)NX+ @+ sn®e  bE)dO) dr.b

(4.6)
+ lex, spig®e BO) + L, pog®e bO)

It ©llow s from the dynam ics of 2 1, 12 £1;2g that

i C

. 1 ) .
d 252" = lex, <ppgt 2l —bwg AEK X i = lex, <pwygdbX ;X if; @.7)

In which the second equality follow s from the occupation densiy formula, see eg. Corollary 1
on page 219 oflP rotter (2009).

Applying the classical t&'s formula to F 1 (Z%;t) and F ? (th;t) and usihg the dynam ics of Z *

and 72 we cdbtain

Z Z Z

t t t
1
Flelin=r'@l;00+ Fl@l ;s)ds+ Fl@l sy azl+ > Fa(Si25 )d 25270 °
X 0 0 0
+ Flel;sy Fr@ls) zlrlael ;s
Os t
Z . Z .
I R 1,51 . . 1,51 .
=F (Zy;0+ Fy (@4 ,s)ds+5 1 sign®s bE)F; @5 is)dXs
th 0 0
to @+ sk, b(s)))F, @5 ;s)db(s)
0
X
lex. sbeg®s bE) + 1y, peg®s DbE)NT Fi@s ;s)
0<s t
1Zt 1Zt
= rlelisab+ = 1 FlL @l ;s)dhx %x i
2 X s 7 t 2 0 fX s <b(s)gt xx s 7 ’ ls
0
X
F'@gs;s) F@Ls) 2 lFi@! ;s)]; and
0<s t
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Z t Z t 1 Z t
Fleii=r2@2;0+ F2@Z?;s)ds+ F2@?;s)dzi+ > Foo (22 )d 2727 °
0 0 0
X
+ F2@Z;s) F2@Z;s) 2 2F1@Z2 ;9
0s t
Z t Z t
_ 2 2, 2 2 ., . 2 2
=F“Z3y;0)+ FE@Zg ;8)ds+ — 1+ sign X ¢ b)), @: ;s)dX ¢
1Z . 0 0
to @ sbni. bE)F7 @2 ;s)db(s)
0
X
+ lee, speg®s bE) + lex, peg®s bE)' FIEZ i)
0<s t
Z t Z t
1 2 2 b 1 2 2 c Ca
5 Feo@s ;s)dLy + E lfxs <bs)gE xx Z: i;s)dhX ;X 1
0 0
X
+ FZ(ZSZ;S) F (ZS2 ;S) Z SZFf(ZS2 ;s)] ¢
0<s t
4 .9)

Follow ing [IPeskitr (2005), by splitting each tem to their resgpective values on the sets fX 5 <
b@s)g, fXs = Db(s)g and £fX 5 > b(s)g, i can be seen that the follow ing four equations are
satis ed:

F'Z5;00+ F2@ZE;0)=F X;0)+ F ©(0);0); 4.10)
Z t Z t 1 Z t
Fl@s ;js)ds+ F2@2 ;s)ds= > FeXs +;8)+ FrtXs ;s)ds
OZ . 0 . 0
+ FrO@©)+is)lex, <be)g T > Eclls) i)+ FelB)tis)) lex, —peygt Feb(s) is)lx, >pe dsi
0
4.11)
Z t Z t
} . 1,1 . } . 252 .
5 @ sgn&s  DENF, @ is)dXst o (4 sonKs  bE))FSE] i)
0 1ZOt 4.12)
=5 E‘XO<S+;S)+FXO(S ;S)]dxs;
1Z t 1ZOt
5 A+ sonis b(s))F, @2 i9)dbE) + - (1 sign & bE))FZ @2 ;s)dols) =
0 0
Z t

1
Fy OB+ is)lex, <be)gt > Fx @)+ is)+ Fx ©(s) is)]llex, =pegt Fx ©B6) is)lex, >pe)g dols):
0

(4 .13)
O n the other hand (3.15) oflPeskir (2005) stillholds:
Z € 1
F bt);n=F ©0©O);0) + Feb@E)+tis)lex, <peyg ™ > Fells) is)+ Feble)tis)lex, —pe)g
0
+ Fe0B) i8)lex, sbe)g ds
Z € 1
Fy b(s)+ is)lfxs <p@E)g T E Fyb(s) js)+ Fx bls)+ ;S)lfxs =b(s)g
0
+ Fx bls) is)lex, >b(s)g db(s);
4.14)
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w hose proof is carried out by using the uniqueness of nite m easures on p-system s.

Let us analyze the imp tem s in [4.8) and [£.9). W e will denote

A= Iy, speg®s bE) + 1y, peg®s bENT Fi@l ;s

4 15)
+ Fl@5is) F @5 5s) L Fr@ 9]
B = lexs >bie)gXs BE)) + 1 peg s b@E)" FZ@Z ;s)

+ F2@Zs) F@2is) 7 2FEEZ ) : (416)

0<s t

D epending on the whereabouts of X ¢  and X g w ith respect to the boundary curve b, A and B
take four di erent values:

1.Xg > Db(s)and X+ Dbft). In thiscase
A=0 andB = F’(X4s) F K js) X oFyXs ;) @17)

and
A+B =F Kgsjs) F Ks is) X FxXs +59): (4.18)

2.Xg > Db(s) and X 5 < b(s). In this case

A= () XJF;pE)s)+F Xgs) Floe)s) Ks DbE)F, ©06);s)
4.19)
= Fl®ss) Floe);s);
B = pb(s) X JFZpE);s)+ F2bE)s) F g ;s) ©6) Xs )FZEg ;s)
4 20)
F2b(s);s) F s js) X F2Xs ;s); and
A+B=F Kgjs) F &Xs ;s) X FyXstis): 421)
3.Xg b(s) and X3 b(s). W e have that
A= X5 bE)FIKs ;js)+Flpl);s) F'Ks js) () Xs JFrKs ;s)
FlpE)s) FIXg js) X Fr®s ;s);
422)
B= Ks bE)FZ0E);s)+F Xss) F2pE);s) Ks b)FZ0E);s)
2 2 4 23)
=F“®gs;s) F“p(s);s):
Asaresukt
A+B=FRKsis) FEKgs ;s) X Fx®Xs ;s): (424)
4.X s Db(s)and X 5 < b(s). C karlky,
A=F'®gs) F'®g j;s) X FlKs ;s) and B = 0: 4 25)
Asaresult
A+B=FRKgis) FEXs ;s) X Fy®s 58): (4 26)
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Now combining [@2), @7), @8), A9, @10, @il), @12, @13), @414, 19, @20,
[@24), [426) we cbtain

7
l t
F(Xt;t)=F(X0;O)+5 FtXs +;8)+ FeXs ;s)lds
1Z t O 1Z t
+ > FxXs +;9)+ FxXs ;s)ldXs+ > lex. be)gFxx X s )ADX ;X iZ
0 0
X
+ FXgis) F Xs ;s) X Fx s ;S)lfxs b(s)g X sFyx(siXs "’):foS > b
0<s t
1Z t
+ 5 Fﬁ(Zs2 ;S) Fl(Zsl ;S) det’:

427)

The last tem on the right-hand-side of [A27) can be w ritten as
Z . z
F2@Z;s) Fr@l ;s) dub=

S S

t

NI
NI

Fyx®s ti7s) Fx®s is) 1fXS =b(s)gdLE;

0 0

(4 28)
using or eg. Theorem 69 of[P rotter (2009). On the other hand, the jump tem in [@27) can
be w ritten as

X
FXgis) FKg js) X FxXsg ;s)leS b(s)g X sFyx(SiXs +)1fXS >Db(s)g
0<s t
X 1
= FXsis) FXs is) EXSIFX(XS i)t FxXs +5s)]
0<s t

429)

T his com pltes the proof.
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