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Optimizing Venture Capital Investments in a Jump Diffusion
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Abstract

We study a practical optimization problems for venture tphvestments and/or Research and
Development (R&D) investments. The first problem is thategithe amount of the initial investment
and the reward function at the initial public offering (IP@prket, the venture capitalist wants to
maximize overall discounted cash flows after subtractirgssguent (if needed) investments. We
describe this problem as a mixture of singular stochastitroband optimal stopping problems and
give an explicit solution. The former corresponds to findamgoptimal subsequent investment policy
for the purpose that the value of the investee company stagg tom zero. The latter corresponds
to finding an optimal stopping rule in order to maximize theJeat of their investments. The second
kind problem is concerned about optimal dividend policytiRathan selling the holding stock, the
investor may extract dividends when it is appropriate. Wefimd a quasi-explicit optimal solution
to this problem and prove the existence and uniqueness afdiution and the optimality of the
proposed strategy.
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1 Introduction

In accordance with the recent theoretical and practicatidgment in the area of real options, modeling venture
capital investment and R&D has become increasingly an itapbtopic. Davis et all (3) reviews the literature of
this area. One of the most important issues is modeling thamjcs of the value process of start-up companies
and/or R&D projects. Among many approaches, one approdachuse jump models with Poisson arrivals. For
example, Willner|(11) uses a deterministic drift componamil stochastic jumps whose size follows a gamma
distribution. A similar model is presented by Pennings aimd (8), who also model with a deterministic drift and
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a jump part whose size follows a Weibull distribution wittakeparameter two. In the spirit of these papers, we
will model the value of the process with a jump diffusion. Mapecifically, we are assuming that the company or
the R&D project has (unproven) innovative technologies lagdce the appreciation of the company value occurs
in a discrete fashion when there is some technological bineakgh or discovery of innovative methods.

Let {Q, F,P} be a probability space hosting a Poisson random meadsie, dy) on [0, c0) x R, adapted to
some filtrationF = {F;};>( satisfying the usual conditions. The mean measut¥ @ v(dt,dy) = \dtF(dy),
where\ > 0 is constant, and’(dy) is the common distribution of the jump sizes. The (uncoted)lvalue process
X0 is described as follows:

dXP = u(X,)dt + o(X)dW, + / yN(dt, dy). (1.2)
0

In this set up the jumps of come from a compound Poisson process whose jump size disbribf £'. To obtain
explicit results we will take this dsitribution to be exparial.

We shall consider the following problem for the venture talfst. In practice, investments in promising start-
up companies are made through venture capital funds (ofiledc“private equity fund” as well) that raises
capital from institutional investors such as banks, insoeacompanies, university endowment funds, and pen-
sion/retirement funds. Venture capital funds screen maelstart-up companies and select several companies to
invest in. In many cases, the venture capital funds actikielp and advise by taking a seat on the board of the
invested companies. When there is a technological breakg, this jump is materialized in the following way:
the company and the venture capital fund reevaluate thewdlthe company stock by using expected cash flow
methods supposing that the company is successful in maaufagreal products or using comparable transactions
in the past. As a result, some new investors may become giltinnvest in the company at the re-evaluated price
in this “second round” funding. Hence the appreciation efstock value can be modelled by an arrival of jumps.
The size and arrival rate of jumps can be estimated by traxds of the venture capital funds. The final objective
of these venture capital investments is, in many cases, ke th@ company public through initial public offerings
(IPO's) or to sell to a third party at a premium. However, iredourse, there are times when the start-up company
faces the necessities to solicit new (additional) capitalturn, the venture capitalist has to make decisions on
whether to make additional investments.

Let us mention some advantages of using a jump diffusion inatieer than a piecewise deterministic Markov
model as in other works. As we discussed in the previous papaguntil going public in the IPO market, the start-
up company evolves while proving their technology and aablility. At an early stage, the company’s growth
mostly depends on the timing and magnitude of jump paftif) (1At the time when the company invites “second
and third round” investors, it may generate some cash flom fileeir operation and jumps of great magnitude
are not necessarily expected. At these stages, the diffymat of [1.1) is becoming increasingly influential.
Hence the jump diffusion model can represent start-up coimepaf various stages by appropriately modifying the
parameters of the model.

To address the issues of subsequent investments and IPQylweeasmixture of singular stochastic control
and optimal stopping problem. The former part (singulartadhis how the venture capital exercises controls or
interventions in terms of additional capital infusions.eTlhtter part (optimal stopping) is, given a certain reward
function at the IPO market, to find an optimal stopping ruletfias whole project, either making the company
public or giving up and walking away. Accordingly, we chamze the initial and subsequent investments as
a perpetual American-type call option, which fits businesetice well. In summary, while making decisions
with respect to additional investments, the venture chglitaeeks to find an optimal stopping rule in order to
maximizing her return, after subtracting the present valuger intermediate investments.



2 The IPO Problem

2.1 Problem Description

Let us consider the problem of the venture capitalist nowe @ihnamics of the value of the start-up company
is described ad_(1.1). After making the initial investmanthe amount ofr, the venture capitalist can make
interventions in the form of additional investments. Hetfeecontrolled proces¥ is written as follows:

0

in which Z = (Z,);>0 is a continuous, non-decreasing (exceptat0) F;-adapted process. Such a controis
said to be admissible. We will writ& € V, if Z is admissible.

The venture capitalist’s purpose is to find the Béstopping time to make the company public through an IPO
to maximize the present value of the discounted future dash-We will denote the set of all stopping times by
S. The discounted future cash-flow of the venture capitdlis¢ iapplies the contraf, and makes an initial public
offering at timer is

J%(z) 2B |e TN R(X pr) — /OWO e—asczzs} reS, ZeV, (2.2)
in which
70 & inf{t > 0; X; < 0}, (2.3)
is the time of bankruptcy of the company,
/OO e~ dz, = 7, +/ e *tdz;, (2.4)
0 (0,00)

andh : Ry — R, has the following form:

z, 0<z<K,
re, K <u.

h(z) =

with » > 1. K is the initial public offering (IPO) threshold value over iwh the investment made by the venture
capitalist receives premium at the time the company becqmuiekic. In our model K as well as- is treated as an
exogenous variable, both of which are determined at the IRxen

Let us discuss some rationale of our model specificatiost Bfrall, valuation of IPOs is itself a very challenging
subject and, to our knowledge, no complete solutions havdgen obtained. The pricing mechanism at the
IPO market is complex, involving uncertainties with redptecthe future of the newly publicized companies. A
widely observed and recommended procedure both by acasl@mit market practitioners is using comparable
firm “multiples”™ The subject company’s operational and finil information is compared with those of publicly-
owned comparable companies, especially with ones newlyenpadhlic. For example, the price-earning (P/E)
ratio and/or market-to-book (M/B) ratio are multiplied bgertain number called “multiples” (that may vary from
industry to industry) to calculate the IPO value. These nersbf the comparable firms serve as benchmarks. Kim
and Ritter |(I7) found that “P/E multiples using forecasterhemgys result in much more accurate valuations” than
using historical earnings. In this pricing process, the @l investment banks (they often serve underwriters as
well) is critical. They, together with the firm, evaluate therent operational performance, analyze the comparable
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firm “multiples”, project future earnings, assess the mademand for IPO stocks and set the timing of IPO
(including determination of our K, which Herbst et al| (4)r fexample, called the “critical IPO value”). This
procedure inherently involves significant degree of vasrabn prices and introduces “discontinuity” of the post-
IPO value from the pre-IPO value, since post-IPO value ig, tertain extent, market driven, while pre-IPO value
is mostly company specific. To account for these we use awlisemus reward function.

Further evidence of this discontinuity can be obtained lyiterature about initial stock returns on IPO markets.
Johnston and Madural (6) examined the initial (i.e. first dagling) returns of IPOs (both Internet firms and non-
Internet firms) during January 1, 1996 to December 31, 20668y Tound that the average initial returns of Internet
firms IPOs wag8.50%. They also reviewed the papers by Ibbotson and Jaffe (5)lyR@) and Ritter (10) and
tabulated those authors’ findings. Ritter|(10), for examfgend average initial returns as high44% for IPOs
that occurred during 1980-1981. Thus, it is widely obsemed the IPO companies are priced at a premium and
that these premia are the most important sources of incothe tenture capitalist. This phenomenon of abnormal
initial returns is incorporated in our model with> 1 onxz > K.

2.2 Optimal Stopping of a Reflected Jump Diffusion

In this section we will assume thatin (2.1) has the following form
Zi =(a—x)lycay + Ly, t20 (2.5)
in which L; is the solution of
t
Ly = / 1{Xs:a}dLSa t>0. (2.6)
0

The procesd. is a local time of the process at pointa > 0. The pointa is a reflecting barrier for the proce&s

In this problem, the venture capitalist does not allow thepany’s value to go down below a predetermined value
a, and expects the company’s value to grow by a breakthrougdvation and is looking forward to make a public
offering to maximize the discounted expected cash-flow. pingose of the venture capitalist is to determine
7* € § such that

V(z;a) 2 sup J7% (2) = J % (x), x>0. (2.7)
TES

if such ar* exists.

2.2.1 Verification Lemma

Lemma 2.1. If a bounded non-negative functionc C!(R ) with a bounded derivative is also twice continuously
differentiable except at countably many points, and sa#sfi

(i) (A—a)v(z) <0,z € (a,0),
(i) v(z) > h(z), z € (a,00),

(i) v'(a) =1,
in which the integro-differential operatod is defined by

Af@) = 1) (@) + 50*@) " @)+ 3 [ (7o +) = F)Pldy), 28)

4



then w(z) > J"%"(z), T€8. (2.9)

Moreover, if there exists a poihfa) such that

(iv) (A—a)v(z)=0andforallz € [a,b(a)), v(z) > h(x) forall z € (a,b(a)),
(v) (A—a)v(z) <0forall z € (b(a),0), v(z) = h(x) forall z € [b(a), ),

thenv(z) = V(z;a), z € Ry, andmy,) £ inf{t > 0; X; > b(a)} is optimal.

Proof. Let us definer(n) £ inf{t > 0; X; > n}. Letr € S. When we apply Itd’s formula to the semimartingale
X, we obtain

TAT(R)ATH
N ) 0@+ [ A @)X+ gy (a = )
0
TAT(n)AT TAT(n)ATo
+ / e~ *v'(X,)dLs + / e *o(Xs)dWs (2.10)
0 0

TAT(R)AT)  poo
+/0 /0 (W(Xs— +y) — v(Xs-))(N(ds,dy) — v(ds, dy))

Rearranging this equation and after taking expectationgete

TAT(R)ATH

TAT(n)ATO)
e_a(T/\T(n))v(XT/\T(n)/\‘ro) _ / e—(!s,U/(XS)dZS _ /
0 0

v(x) =FE”

e (A - a)v(XS)ds]

ToAT(n)ATo TAT(n)ATo
- E” l/ e (w(Xso +y) —v(Xs2))(N(ds, dy) — v(ds, dy)) — / e_aSU(XS)’U/(XS)dWS‘| :
0 0
(2.11)
Since the functions(-), v(-) andv’(-) are bounded the stochastic integral terms vanish. Nowguwssumptions

(i) and (iii) we get

TAT(R)ATH
v(z) > E* efa(f/\r(n)/\‘ro),U(XT/\T(H)ATO) _ / e dZ,
0

Equation [[2.P) follows from the bounded and monotone cayemce theorems and assumption (ii).

On the other hand, if substitutewith 7, in the above equations and use assumptions (iv) and (v), itaage
v(+) = Jme@-Z%(-), which proves that(-) = V(-) and thatr, ) is optimal, i.e..J@-Z"(-) > JZ"(.) for any
TeS. O

2.2.2 Construction of a Candidate Solution

We will assume that the mean measure of the Poisson randosuneais given byv(dt, dy) = Adtne~"dy. In
other words, we consider the case in which the jumps come &opmpound Poisson process with exponentially
distributes jump sizes. We also assume tfh@t) = —u wherep > 0 ando(z) = o. Then the action of the
infinitesimal generator ak'° on a test functiory is given by

oo

Af(@) = = (@) + 30" @) + A [ () = Fo)ne ™ dy. 2.12)
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Let us define

G(y) 2 la%z -y + U A (2.13)
2 n—r
Note that
B [&Xf} = exp (G(Y)L) . (2.14)

Lemma 2.2. The equatiorz(y) = « has two positive roots;, . and one negative roct-y; satisfying

0< y1<n <2, and Y3 > 0. (215)
Proof. Let us denote
1 A
A() 2507 —py = (A +a), B(y) = L/ (2.16)
Y=n
It follows that
lim B(y) = 0o, limB(y) =—o0, lim B(y) =0, (2.17)
Yin Ayl y——00
lim A(y) = lim A(y) = oo, (2.18)
Y——00 Yoo
and that
A(0)=—-(A+a) < B(0) = =\ (2.19)

Moreover, A is strictly decreasing oifi—oo,0) and strictly increasing orf0, co); B is strictly increasing on
(—o0,n) and strictly decreasing am, co). The claim is a direct consequence of these observations. O

We set the candidate value function as

CL—I—F’U(CL;CL), CCG[O,CL],
v(wsa) £ vp(a;a) 2 Ayen® + Age® 4 Aze™ 3% x € [a, ], (2.20)
T, x € [b,00),

for someA;, A2, A5 € R andb > a. Our aim is to determine these constants sotlat) satisfies the conditions
of the verification lemma.

We will chooseA, A5, A3 € R andb > « to satisfy

Arem? 4 Ager2b  Age=3b = b, (2.21a)

A emb g A oyb g _Aun_osb g g (b n %) —0, (2.21b)
'ylAle"““ + 721426’72@ — ’73A36_V3a = 1, (221C)
’ylAle’Ylb + '72142672!) — ’731436773}) =T. (221d)

For the functiorv in (2.20) to be well-defined, we need to verify that this se¢@fiations have a unique solution.
But before let us point how we came up with these equations.ekpression$ (2.211a), (2.21c) ahd (2121d) come
from continuous pastingt b, first-order smooth pastingt « andfirst order smooth pasting dt, respectively.
Equation[[2.21b) on the other hand comes from evaluating

b—x oo
(A=a)u(a; @) = —ph(a)+5 07 (2) 1A ( [ v gmemay s+ [ y)ne”ydy) ~(MFau(z) =0
0 b—x
(2.22)



Lemma 2.3. For any givenu, there is a uniquéA;, A,, A3, b) € R3 x (a, 00) that solves the system of equations

(2.213){2.211). Moreoveb, > max{a, b*}, in which

pal <3 - u) (2.23)
a \n

andA; > 0, Ay > 0.

Proof. Using [2.21h),[(2.21a) and (2.21a) we can determiined, and A3 as functions ob:

Ay (b) = % (1 =y)lr2v3(mb+ 1) + n(y2 — 73)] e~ —: Dy (h)e M,

n (v3 +71)(v2 — )
r (2 =n)nysnb+1) +n(yi —3)] . b
Aog(b) = — 720 = Dy(b)e NP, 2.24
2(b) n? (v3 +72)(v2 — ) ‘ 2(b)e (2.29)
r (4 y3)[vev1(nb+1) —n(y2 +7)] .. b
As(b) = — 13b . Da(b)e .
+(0) =12 (73 +71) (32 +73) ‘ s(be
Let us define
R(b) £ 71 A1 (D)€" + 72 A5 (D)€ — 3 Ay (b)e” 737 (2.25)

To verify our claim we only need to show that the function- b intersectsh = 1, and it does so only once.
Observe that

R(a) = y1Ai(a)e™® + v A3(a)e”*" —y3A1(a)e” " = y1.D1(b) + v2D2(b) — v3D3(b)

(2.26)
=y A1 f g Age™ 20 — g AgeT b = > 1
and that
lim R(b) = —oc. (2.27)
b—o0
The derivative ob — R(b) is
R'(b) = 11 A} (D) 4 2 Ay(b)e™ " — y3 A} (b)e™ 72"
(2.28)
= |11Cre =) oy Chemr2(bma) 4 73036%”(1)_'1)} (=230 +Y),
in which
— — + 73
o2 1 >0, Cy2 Z 720 >0, andCy & = 1 :
LT s —m) TR (st 120 —m) TP (s ) (s + ) 2,29
and Y £ —y17273 + (=172 + 7273 + 7173)- (2.30)
Observe that v
—b* (2.31)
Y17273

From [2.28) it follows that or{—oc, b*] the functionb — R(b) is increasing, and ofb*, oo) it is decreasing. If
b* < q, then it follows directly fromR(a) = r > 1 andlim;_,, R(b) = —oc that there exists a unique> « such
that R(b) = 1. On the other hand, * > q, thenR(z) > 1 onx € [a,b*]. Again, sincdim;_,, R(b) = —oo,

there exists a uniquie> b* such thatR(b) = 1.

Let us show thatd;(b) > 0 for the unique root ofR(b) = 1. Observe thatd] (v*) = 0 and 4;(b*) > 0.
Moreover,b* is the only local extremum of the functién— A;(b), andlim;_, . A1 (b) = 0. Since this function
is decreasing ofbv*, 00), A1(b) > 0. Similarly, A2 (b) > 0.

O



2.2.3 \Verification of Optimality

Proposition 2.1. Let us denote the unigen Lemmd 2.8 by(a) to emphasize its dependencewrf b(a) > K,
thenv(-; a) defined in[(Z.20) is equal t6 (-; a) of (2.1).
Proof. The functionv in (2.20) already satisfies
(A—=a)v(x;a) =0, =€ (a,b(a)), v(z;a)=rz, xbla),c0), v'(a;a)=1. (2.32)
Therefore, we only need to show that
(A—a)v(z;a) <0, z€(bla),c0), andthat v(z;a) >rz, =z(a,bla)), (2.33)
Let us prove the first inequality.
(A—a)v(z;a) = —pr + % —arz, x> b(a). (2.34)

So,(A — a)v(z;a) < 0, forz > b(a) if and only if

ba) > ~ (% - u) = b (2.35)

«

However, we already know from LemrmaR.3 tHat (2.35) holds.

Let us prove the second inequality [n (2.33). The first andséond derivative ofy(-; a) (defined in [2.2D))
are

vh(z;a) = A1y1e"® + Agyee™® — 3 Aze” 3w (v50) = A1yie® + Agyae?® 4+ 43 Aze 3. (2.36)

It follows from (2.212)[(2.21c) and (Z.21d) that
v(ba) =71b, v'(a;a) =1<v'(b(a);a) =r. (2.37)
Moreover, from LemmBa2]3 we have that
Ay >0 and A > 0. (2.38)

If A; > 0, then [2.36) and(2.37) imply that’(z;a) > 0, z € [a,b(a)], i.e., v(-;a) is convex on[a, b(a)].
Thereforev’(+; a) is increasing ora, b(a)] andv’(z;a) € [1,r) on [a,b). Sincex — wv(x;a) intersects the
functionz — rz atb(a), v(x;a) > rz, x € [a,b(a)). Otherwise there would exist a point € [a, b) such that

v'(z*;a) > 7.

Let us analyze the case whety < 0. In this case the functions — A;y2e"® + Ayy3e”?® andz —
—~3 Aze~ 3% intersect at a unique poitit > 0. The functionv)(-; a) (defined in[(2.20)) decreases {hz) and
increases oz, 00). Sincew(-;a) andvy(-;a) coincide onfa, b(a)], from (2.37) it follows thati < b(a). If
Z > a, thenv'(z;a) < rfor z € [a,b(a)) sincev'(a;a) = 1, v'(z;a) < 1for x € (a,z] andv’(x;a) < r for
x € (Z,b(a)). Onthe other hand i < a, thenv'(x;a) € [1,r) forz € [a, b(a)) Sincev’(+; a) is increasing on this
interval andv’(b; a) = r. So in any case’(z;a) < r on[a, b(a)). Sincev(b; a) = rb, thenv(z) > rz, x € [a,b).
Otherwise there would exist a point € [a, b) such that' (z*;a) > r.

O
Figure[d shows the value function and their derivatives wittain parameters.
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Figure 1:The IPO problem with parametefg, A\, 7, o, a,7) = (—0.05,0.75,1.5,0.25,0.1,1.25) anda = 1: (a)
The value functiorn(z) with b(a) = 4.7641. (b) v'(z) is also continuous iz € R ..

2.3 Mixed Optimal Stopping and Singular Control

In this section, we will analyze a scenario in which the veatapitalist controls the value of the company, by
pumping in extra cash, besides deciding when the companyldigo public. We will assume that the set of
controls available to the venture capitalist are of localtitype. The venture capitalist will maximize the expected
value of her discounted future income. The goal of the ventapitalist is to find anx > 0 and7* € S such that

V(z)2 sup supJ™Z (z) = sup V(z;a) = gz (x), x>0, (2.39)
a€l0,B] TES a€(0,B]

if (a*,7*) € Ry x S exists. Here, for any point a the conttét is given by [2.5). In this optimization problem,
we impose a budget constraint< B, which is due to the finiteness of the cash reserves of theiskenapitalist.

2.3.1 The Local Extremums of the Functiono — V (z;a)

Lemma 2.4. Recall the definition of the functian(-; a) from (Z.20). Ifa > 0 is a local extremum of the function
a — vo(z;a), foranyx > 0, thenvy (a;a) = 0. Also,b’(a) = 0.
Proof. Let us denote

Ai(a) 2 Ai(b(a)), As(a) £ Az(b(a)), and As(a) = As(b(a)), (2.40)

in which the functionsd; (+), A2(-) and A3(-) are given by[(2.24). The derivative

dv

T (w;0) = Al (a)e® + A (a)e”® + Af(a)e 2" =0 (2.41)

forall z > 0 if and only if
Aj(a) = Ay(a) = Ay(a) = 0, (2.42)

since the functions — 7%, x — ¢72% andx — e~ 2%, x > 0, are linearly independent. Since
(@) = 54, (@) (@) = (2.43)
and for anya, b(a) > b*, which is the unique local extremum of the functior> A, (b), it follows thatd/(a) = 0.
It follows from (2.21¢t) that for any. > 0

A1 (a)e"® + 42 Az(a)e*® — y3As(a)e” " = 1. (2.44)
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Taking the derivative with respect towe get
(i A(a) + A5 (a))e® + (13 A2(a) + Ay(a)e™® + (45 As(a) —y3A5(a))e 7 = 0. (2.45)
Evaluating this last expression@at= a we obtain
VB AL(@)e"® + 13 Ax (@) + 3 As(@)e 1 = of (@) = 0, (2.46)
where we used (Z.42). O

Lemma 2.5. Let the functionsi; (-), Ax(-) and A3(-) be defined by {Z:30). And let— b(a) denote the uniquk
(for a given a) in LemmB2.3. Then there exist a unigue 0 that satisfies

vl (@;a) = 72 A1(a)e% + y2 Ay(@)e?® 4+ 42 Az(a)e 2 = 0. (2.47)
Moreover, if we define(-; a) as in [2.20), then this function is convex ar@c; a) > 1, z > a.

Lemma 2.6. If a bounded non-negative functionc C!(R ) with a bounded derivative is also twice continuously
differentiable except at countably many points, and safsfi

() (A—a)v(z) <0,z €[0,00),
(i) v(z) > h(z), z € ]0,0),
(i) v'(z) > 1,z €[0,00),

(iv) v is convex,

in which the integro-differential operatod is defined by[(Z2.12).

then v(z) < J"%(z), 7€S8,ZcV. (2.48)

Before ending this section, we provide some results fronsémsitivity analysis to the parameters. We use the
parameter set§s, A\, n, o, a) = (—0.05,0.75,1.5,0.25,0.1) with » = 1.25 anda = 0 and vary one parameter with
the others fixed at the base case. Fidure 2 shows the resultact) all the graphs show monotone relationship
betweerb(a) and the parameters, which is intuitive. Larggthat means smalldr/n) leads to a smaller threshold
value since the mean jump size is small (Graph (a)). Sirgjlatger\ leads to a larger threshold value since the
frequency of jumps is greater and the investor can expegtehirevenue. (Graph (b)). In the same token, if the
absolute value of: is greater, the process inclines to return to zero more &ethyy Hence the investor cannot
expect high revenue due to the time value of money. (Graph Tt result of the larger volatility (Graph (d)) is
consistent with the fact that the continuation region ofdp&mal stopping problem expands in optimal stopping
problems: The process has a greater probability to rea¢hefuout within a fixed amount of time. Hence the
investor can expect the process to reach a higher returh leve

3 The Harvesting Problem

3.1 Problem Description
In this section, the investor wants to extract the value dihe company intermittently (i.e., receives dividends

from the company) when there are opportunities to do so. fitublem might fit better the case of R&D invest-
ments rather than the venture capital investments. Nanhaycompany or R&D project has a large technology

10
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Figure 2:Sensitivity analysis of the harvesting (dividend payoutlem to the parameters. The basis parameters
are(u, A, n, 0,c) = (—0.05,0.75,1.5,0.25,0.1): (a) jump size parametey, (b) arrival rate), (c) drift rate, and
(d) volatility o.

platform, based on which applications are made and prodwetsaterialized from time to time. Each time it oc-
curs, the investor tries to sell these products or apptioatand in turn receives dividends. There are many papers
about dividend payout problems consider continuous ddfuprocesses. See, for example, Bayraktar and Egami
(2) and the references therein. One of the exceptions, thrmwledge, is Dassios and Embrechis (2) that analyze,
using the Laplace transform method, the downward jump cHse absolute value of the jumps are exponentially
distributed. In|(R), the investor extracts dividends evéne when gpiecewise deterministic Markov procdsss

a certain boundary (i.e., singular control). In what folkpwhe dividend payments are triggered by sporadic jumps
of the process as well as the diffusion part. Whenever theavafl the company exceed a certain value, which may
occur continuously or via jumps, dividends are paid out.H&oinvestor applies a mixture of singular and impulse
controls.

Again, we consider the jump diffusion modEl{|1.1) for theriimsic value of the company. Accounting for the
dividend payments the value of the company follos:

dX; = p(Xy)dt + o(X,)dW; + / yN (dt, dy) — dZ, (3.1)
0

whereZ = (Z;):>o is a continuous non-decreasing (expedtat0) F;-adapted process.

We consider the following dividend policy: the investorssatcertain threshold level, say b, and each time the
company value reaches or beyondhis level, she takes out dividend:

Zy— Zo = / lix, >pydZs
(0,t)

As can be seen from the above equation, due to the existejuomp$ caused by Poisson arrival time Z process
may increase by the amouit,_ + Y;, — b if this quantity is positive.

11



A dividend payment policyr is a double stochastic sequence

™ = (91,92, ...,Gm, ...;51,52, ....,gm, )

in which {6, } men is an increasing sequence Bf-stopping times andé,, } e is @ sequence of non-negative
random variables. We assume that F,, for all ;. We will denotell the set of all such dividend policies.

The investor wants to find the optimal dividend payments. &fine the performance measure.

J™(x) & E” [/(0 )e_atdZt (3.2)

where
7o = inf{t > 0; X; = 0}

denotes the time of insolvency. We call the value funcliofx) and the optimal strategy* = (6,,&,)m>o0.
where

V(z) 2 sup J™(z) = J™ (), (3.3)
well

andII is the set of admissible strategies.

3.2 A Mixed Singular and Impulse Control Problem

3.2.1 \Verification Lemma

For solving this problem, let us consider a candiddte) of classC! onz € R and the strategy that the moments
of dividend payment coincide with the jump times of the pasce

Lemma 3.1. If a bounded non-negative functions C!(RR ;) with a bounded derivative is also twice continuously
differentiable except at countably many points and sasisfie

(i) (A—a)v(z)<0,z>0,
(i) v'(z)>1,2>0,

(i) v”(xz) > 0(i.e. v is concave),

then
v(z) > V(x), x>0. (3.4)

Moreover, if there exists point € R, such thaty € C1(R;) N C?(R\{b*}) such that

(iv) (A—a)v(z)=0,v'(x) > 1,forallz € (0,b%),

V) (A—a)v(x) <0,v(x) =1,z € Ry \[0,b*], for somer € R,
in which the integro-differential operatod is defined by[(Z]8), then
v(z) =V(z) z€Ry, and (3.5

Zf = (Xe = 0")yx, >0y + Ly, t>0, (3.6)

12



in which .
Ly :/ lix,—pydls, t>0, (3.7)
0

is optimal.

Proof. Letr(n) be as in the proof of Lemnia2.1. Using Itd’s formula for semartingales

T(n)ATo

T(n)ATo
_a(-r(n)ATo) (Xr(n)/\ro) — v(x) / e—as(A_ a) ( )dS _/ e—asv/(Xs)dZS
0

T(n)ATo 7(n)ATo
+/ e *o(X,)dW, +/ / V(X +y) = 0(Xs-))(N(ds, dy) —v(ds, dy)) ~ (3.8)
0
+ Y e (0(Xe,) — v(0k-) — V' (Xo,_ )AXp,)
0<0,<7(n)ATo

in which {0, }ren is an increasing sequenceBfstopping times that are the times the proc¥sgimp due to a
jump in Z. Sincev andv’ are bounded after taking expectations the stochasticraltégrms vanish. Hence it
follows that

(n)ATo (n)ATo
v(z) = E° e—a(r(n)ATo)v(XT(n)/\To) +/ e %dZ, +/ e—as(v/(Xs) —1)dZ,
0 0
T(n)ATo
—E* / e” (A - a)v(Xy)ds — Z e % (v(Xe,) — v(0k—) — V'(Xo, )AXy,)
0 0<0,<7(n)ATo
(3.9
The concavity ol implies that
v(y) —v(z) —v'(z)(y —x) <0, forany y>ux, (3.10)
therefore the sum term in (3.9) is less than or equal to 0. Mae Assumptions (i), (ii), (iii) imply that
T(n)ATo
v(z) > E* efa(T(n)/\To)v(XT(n)/\To) _|_/ e~ 47,
0
Equation [[3:}) follows from the bounded and monotone cayemce theorems.
When the control* defined in[[3.B) is applied
T(n)ATo (n)ATo
e~ (T (n)AT0) ( T(n)/\TO) _ ’U(:Z?) / efas(A _ a) ( )ds _ / eiasv/(XS)dZS
0 (3.11)

+/07(n)mo ot (X)W +/ n)/\To/ X)) (N (ds. dy) — v(ds, dy)).

After taking expectations and then using assumptions (id)(&), monotone and bounded convergence theorems
we obtain

v(z) = E” [/OT e—anzg] : (3.12)

which proves the optimality of* anduv(-) = V(+).

13



3.2.2 Exponential Jump Size

To obtain an explicit solution, we consider the case of expdial jump size again. As in the IPO problem, by
using the three fundamental solutiong@f — o)v(x) = 0, we set the candidate value function in the continuation
region asvg(z) £ A1e"® + Age¥?® + Aze”73® with some constantd;, Ay, A3 € R. The verification lemma
suggests the value function is of the form

= A eM% L AeV2T L A EEES c O,b* ,
o) = § 07 = AT+ Ao+ Age ze 0.7 (3.13)
x — b* + vo(b*), x € [b*, 00).
We impose appropriate boundary conditiong)andb to obtain the following equations:
(A= a)v(z) =0, 0<x<b, (3.19)
v(z) =v(b) + (x —b), b<u, (3.15)
v(0) = 0. (3.16)

in which

oo

b—x
Av(z) = —po'(z) + A </0 v(z +y)F(dy) + /b (v(b)+ (z+y— b))F(dy)) — Av(z)

—X

with F'(dy) = ne~"dy. Note that the integration part is split into two parts, defiag on the size of jumps.
Since, above the level &f we extract value in the form of(b) + (z — b) onz € [b, o), if the post jump position
2+ is greater thah, we should have the second integral term. One can compstimthgral explicitly and(3.14)
results in the following form,

A177 e'ylb+ A277 e'ygb+ A377

1
e 1 L)+ - =0,
Y1 —n Y2 — 1N —Y3—N n

independent of:. By imposing continuity ob(x) atb, it becomes

A A 1
AT omb 220 —yab Are?t 4 Age™ 20 4 Agem b 4 — =0. (3.17)
=N Y2+ 1 n

To find the optimab*, imposing the first order and second orderooth-fit principleat b to obtain from[[3.1b),
1AL + p Age??? — y3Age” 0 = 1, (3.18)

and
VA1 + 43 Age7?? + 45 Age 70 = 0, (3.19)

respectively. Lastly[(3.16) becomes
Al + A+ A3 =0. (320)

Hence the problem reduces to find the (unique) solution tadimelinear system of equatiois (3. 17), (3.18), (8.19),
and [3.2D).

Lemma 3.2. There exists unique solutiof;, A2, A3 andb to the system of equatioris (3.17), (3.1B), (B.19), and
(3:20) if and only if the quantity + \/n > 0.
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Proof. By using the first three equations, we can exprésas functions ob: For allb > 0, we have

e~ b _
Ar(b) = Y2y3(n — 1)
n 72 —7)n +9s)
e 2b _
AQ(b) — Y371 (72 77)
N Y2(v2 +73)(v2 — M)
v3b
As(b) = € Y172(1 +73)

)= n (=v3) (v +73)(v2 +73) <0

>0,

>0, (3.21)

Let us defineR(b) £ A;(b) + A2(b) + As(b) and take the derivative with respecto Since, from [(3.21),
AL (b) < 0,45(b) < 0, andA5(b) < 0, we can conclude tha®(b) is decreasing ih > 0. Hence in view of
(3:20), we have unigue solution if and only if there exisgich thatR(b) = 0. It is equivalent to saying (due to
the monotonicity ofR(b)) that R(0) > 0. By explicitly computingR(0) in (3.21), we obtain

A
okt /77>

R(0) >0 & ( — 717273 + n(=7172 + Y273 + 7371)) = 0.

nY17273

Now we move on to the proof of the optimality ofz) given by [3.1B):

Lemma 3.3. For the function given by (3.13) andl;, A>, A3 andb as the unique set of solutions bf (3.17), (3.18),
(3:19), and[(3:20), we have (4 — a)v(z) < 0 for z € (b,00), (ii) v'(x) > 1L onz € [0,b), (i) v"'(z) < 0on
x € [0,b).

Proof. (i): Onz € (b, ), v(x) = (z — b) + vo(b), we compute

(A—a)v(z) =p+ A/n—alz—0") —ave(b”) < p+ N/n— ave(b*)
= ilfgl (A—a)v(z) = ilTrg(A —a)v(z) =0.

Here we used the continuity of ), v’(z) andv” (z) atz = b.

(i) and (iii): Since A;(b), A2(b), As(b) < 0, we have knowy (z) is monotonically increasing im onz € R.
Moreover, we setj (b) = 0, which implies thatg () < 0 onz € [0,b). This proves (iii). Sincey(z) < 0
implies thatv|(x) is decreasing or € R. Moreover, we set|(xz) = 1, which implies that((x) > 1 on
x € [0,b). This proves (ii). O

These results allow us to state the main result in this sgctio

Proposition 3.1. Suppose that + % > 0. The value functioi (z) described in[(313) is

(3.22)

v vo(x) = A1eM® + Age™® + Aze 737 1 € [0,b*),
xTr) =
x —b* 4 vo(b*), x € [b*, 00).

in which A1, A5, A3 andb* are unique solution to the system of equatidns (3.17), §3@819), and[(3.20). If

x > b*, then one makes an immediate payment in the amoujtefx — b* and the controlled procegsX;);>o
starts atb*. If x < b*, then no payment is madeiat= 0 and dividend is paid when the controlled process attains
atb* or goes beyond*, thatisf = inf{t > 07 _; : Xynr, > 0"} If p + % < 0, there is no solution; No dividend
policy is undertakerid; = o).
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Proof. By Lemmal3.2, the existence and uniquenesslgf A», A; andb* are proved. It is obvious that(x)
defined in[(3.1B) satisfiesd — «)v(z) = 0 onx € (0,b*) andv’(z) = 1 andv(z) — v(y) — v'(z)(z —y) =0
onz € R;\[0,b*]. Hence these facts together with Lemima 3.3 prove that altdnelitions in Lemm&3]1 are
satisfied. It follows thal’ (z) = v(x). O

Figure[3 shows the value function and their derivatives withtain parameters. Finally, we perform some

Vv (X) V(X)) V' (X)
T 0.5 15 2 2.5 3
-10

-20

-30

-40

L PN W N o

(@) (b) ()

Figure 3: The harvesting (dividend payout) problem with parametefg,\, n,o,«a) =
(—0.05,0.75,1.5,0.25,0.1): (a) The value functions(z) with b* = 1.276. (b) v’(z) andv”(z) to show
that the optimality conditions are satisfied.

sensitivity analysis to the parameters. Elg 4 shows thdteesGraph (a): The first graph shows that as the
expected value of jump size/n) decreases, so does the threshold 1&é¥elThis makes sense since the valye
sets practical restrictions; that is, one cannot set a tagél lof threshold when the averageg jump size is small.
Graph (b): Itis interesting to observe that increases first and start decreasing wheraches a certain level,
say Amax. A possible interpretation is as follows: In the rangd@f\,,.x), for a small), one wants to extract a
large amount of cash whenever jumps occur since the opptiesiare limited. As\ gets larger, one starts to be
willing to let the process live longer by extracting smalenounts each time. This causes the increasing this
range. On the other hand, aftereaches a large enough, one becomes comfortable with iegemore dividends,
causing the declining trend of in the range of A, 00). Of course, we need more research to make a firm
statement of this phenomendaraph (c): The smallu in the absolute value sense implies that it takes more time
to hit the absorbing state. Accordingly, it is safe to exttarge amount of dividend. However, when the cost
increases up to a certain level, sa¥; it becomes risky to extract and herceincreases. It is observed that after
the cost level is beyond*, one would become more desperate to take a large dividentkeatiroe in the fear of
imminent insolvency caused by a larg€in the absolute value sense). This is the downward trerid oh the

left side ofu*. Graph (d): As the volatility goes up, then the process tends to spene tirae away from zero

in both the positive and negative real line. Accordinglg threshold level increases to follow the process. This
is consistent with the results in the case of optimal stoppiroblems; that is, a higher volatility leads to a larger
continuation region.
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