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ABSTRACT. This paper is concerned with a class of infinite-time horizon optimal stopping problems for
spectrally negative Lévy processes. Focusing on strategies of threshold type, we write explicit expressions
for the corresponding expected payoff via the scale function, and further pursue optimal candidate threshold
levels. We obtain and show the equivalence of the continuous/smooth fit condition and the first-order
condition for maximization over threshold levels. This together with problem-specific information about
the payoff function can prove optimality over all stopping times. As examples, we give a short proof of the
McKean optimal stopping problem (perpetual American put option) and solve an extension to Egami and
Yamazaki [17].
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1. INTRODUCTION

Optimal stopping problems arise in various areas ranging from the classical sequential testing/change-point
detection problems to applications in finance. Although all formulations reduce to the problem of maximiz-
ing/minimizing the expected payoff over a set of stopping times, the solution methods are mostly problem-specific;
they depend significantly on the underlying process, payoff function and time-horizon. This paper pursues a com-
mon tool for the class of infinite-time horizon optimal stopping problems for spectrally negative Lévy processes, or
Lévy processes with only negative jumps.

By extending the classical continuous diffusion model to the Lévy model, one can achieve richer and more
realistic models. In mathematical finance, the continuity of paths is empirically rejected and cannot explain, for
example, the volatility smile and non-zero credit spreads for short-maturity corporate bonds. These issues can
often be alleviated by introducing jumps; see, e.g. [12, 20]. Naturally, however, the optimal stopping problem
becomes more challenging and cannot enjoy a number of results obtained under the continuity of paths. In the case
of one-dimensional continuous diffusion, a full characterization of the value function is known and some practical
methods have been developed (see e.g. [2, 13, 14]). Most of these results rely heavily on the continuity assumption;
once jumps are involved, only problem-specific approaches are currently available.
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Despite these differences, there exists a common tool known as the scale function for both continuous diffusion
and spectrally negative Lévy processes. The scale function for the former enables one to transform a problem
of any arbitrary diffusion process to that of a standard Brownian motion. For the latter, the scale function has
been playing a central role in expressing fluctuation identities for a general spectrally negative Lévy process (see
[8, 21]). By taking advantage of the potential measure that can be expressed using the scale function, one can
obtain the overshoot distribution at the first exit time, which is generally a big hurdle that typically makes the
problem intractable.

The objective of this paper is to pursue, with the help of the scale function, a common technique for the class
of optimal stopping problems for spectrally negative Lévy processes. Focusing on the first time it down-crosses a
fixed threshold, we express the corresponding expected payoff in terms of the scale function. This semi-explicit
form enables us to differentiate and take limits thanks to the smoothness and asymptotic properties of the scale
function as obtained, for example, in [11, 21]. By differentiating the expected payoff with respect to the threshold
level, we obtain the first-order condition as well as the candidate optimal level that makes it vanish. We also
obtain the continuous/smooth fit condition when the process is of bounded variation or when it contains a diffusion
component. These conditions are in fact equivalent and can be obtained generally under mild conditions.

The spectrally negative Lévy model has been drawing much attention recently as a generalization of the classi-
cal Black-Scholes model in mathematical finance and also as a generalization of the Cramér-Lundberg model in
insurance. A number of authors have succeeded in extending the classical results to the spectrally negative Lévy
model by way of scale functions. We refer the reader to [6, 7] for stochastic games, [5, 22, 25] for the optimal
dividend problem, [1, 4] for American and Russian options, and [15, 23, 24] for credit risk. In particular, Egami
and Yamazaki [17] modeled and obtained the optimal timing of capital reinforcement. As an application of the
results obtained in this paper, we give a short proof of the McKean optimal stopping (perpetual American put
option) problem with additional running rewards, as well as an extension and its analytical solution to [17].

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we review the optimal stopping problem for spectrally
negative Lévy processes, and then express the expected value corresponding to the first down-crossing time in terms
of the scale function. In Section 3, we obtain the first-order condition as well as the continuous/smooth fit condition
and show their equivalence. In Section 4, we solve the McKean optimal stopping problem and an extension to [17].
We conclude the paper in Section 5.

2. THE OPTIMAL STOPPING PROBLEM FOR SPECTRALLY NEGATIVE LEVY PROCESSES
Let (2, F,P) be a probability space hosting a spectrally negative Lévy process X = {X; : ¢ > 0} characterized

uniquely by the Laplace exponent

(2.1) Y(B) :=E° [eﬁXl] =cB+ %UQB2 + / (77" — 14 Bzljge,cny) I(d2), BER,
(0,00)

where ¢ € R, 0 > 0 and II is a measure on (0, co) such that

(2.2) / (1A 25)(dz) < oo.
(0,00)
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Here P is the conditional probability where Xy = x € R and E” is its expectation. It is well-known that ¢ is zero
at the origin, convex on R and has a right-continuous inverse:

®(q) :=supfA > 0:9(\) =¢q}, ¢>0.

In particular, when
(2.3) / (1A 2)II(dz) < oo,
(0,00)

we can rewrite

V(B) = puB + %aQﬂz +/ (e7P* —1)1I(dz), BeR

(0,00)

where
M::c—i-/ z1I(dz).
(0,1)

The process has paths of bounded variation if and only if ¢ = 0 and (2.3) holds. It is also assumed that X is not a
negative subordinator (decreasing a.s.). Namely, we require u to be strictly positive if ¢ = 0 and (2.3) holds.

Let I be the filtration generated by X and S be a set of F-stopping times. We shall consider a general optimal
stopping problem of the form:

(2.4) u(z) := sup E* [e_ng(XT)l{T<OO} +/ e_qth(Xt)dt] , z€R
TES 0

for some discount factor ¢ > 0 and locally-bounded measurable functions g, h : R — R which represent, respec-
tively, the payoff received at a given stopping time 7 and the running reward up to 7.
Typically, its optimal stopping time is given by the first down-crossing time of the form

(2.5) T4:=inf{t>0:X; <A}, AeR.
Let us denote the corresponding expected payoff by

@) = B [ X ey + [ O], AR
which can be decomposed into

) Tz A) +To(x; A) + T3(z3 A), x> A,
ua(x) = {

g(SL‘), <A,
where, for every x > A,

T1(w; A) = g(A)E” [e=7™]
26 [y(z; A) := E? {e’q”‘ (9(Xrs) = 9(A)1ix,, <A, ra<co} | >
[3(z; A) :=E* [/TA e_qth(Xt)dt] .
0

Shortly below, we express each term via the scale function.
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Remark 2.1. This paper does not consider the first up-crossing time defined by 7'; = inf{t >0: X, > B}
because, for the spectrally negative Lévy case, the process always creeps upward ( g(ng) = g(B) a.s. on {Tg <
o0}), and the expression of the expected value is much simplified. We focus on a more interesting and challenging
case where the optimal stopping time is conjectured to be a first down-crossing time.

2.1. Scale functions. Associated with every spectrally negative Lévy process, there exists a (q-)scale function
W@ R—R;, ¢>0,

that is continuous and strictly increasing on [0, co) and is uniquely determined by

Oo—ﬁw (D (2)dr = 1
A e W a)de = p Ty

Fix a > z > 0. If 7,7 is the first time the process goes above a and 7y is the first time it goes below zero as a

B> @(q).

special case of (2.5), then we have

1%4C (z)
W@ (a)’

E” |07 and E” [e_q701{7;>m’70<00}} =79 (z) — 29 (a)

Iy + + ] = W (@)
{Ta <70, Ta <oo} W(q) (a)

where
7@ (z) =1+ q/ W@ (y)dy, =eR.
0

Here we have

2.7) W@(z)=0 on (—00,0) and Z@(z)=1 on (—o0,0].
We also have
_ q
(2.8) E® [e790] = 2@ () - - WD(z), 2>0.
[e™™] () B(q) (z)

In particular, W (9 is continuously differentiable on (0, c0) if II does not have atoms and W? is twice-
differentiable on (0, o) if ¢ > 0; see, e.g., [11]. Throughout this paper, we assume the former.

Assumption 2.1. We assume that 11 does not have atoms.

Fix ¢ > 0. The scale function increases exponentially;
2.9) W)~ 1
. x)~——— as x T oo.
P (2(q))

There exists a (scaled) version of the scale function Wg) = {Wa(g) (7); 2 € R} that satisfies
(2.10) Wa(q) (7) = e P DT @D (z), reR

and
1

Ooe_ﬁx r)dx =
[ W= sy

Moreover W) () is increasing, and as is clear from (2.9),

8> 0.

(2.11) Waq(2) T J@@) as = T oo.
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Regarding its behavior in the neighborhood of zero, it is known that

2.12)
0, unbounded variati - i
nboun iation /
w@o)y =4 7 unbounde \far.a 10 and W@ (04+)={ oo, o =0and II(0,00) =00 »;
=, bounded variation q-+11(0,00) .
=222 compound Poisson
2

see Lemmas 4.3-4.4 of [23].
For a comprehensive account of the scale function, see [8, 9, 21, 23]. See [16, 31] for numerical methods for

computing the scale function.

2.2. Expressing the expected payoff using the scale function. We now express (2.6) in terms of the scale func-
tion. For the rest of the paper, because ¢ > 0, we must have ®(g) > 0.
First, the following is immediate by (2.8).

Lemma 2.1. For every x > A, we have

PﬂmAy:ﬂm{%@@—A)—QEWW@@—A)

For I'y and I's, we use the potential measure written in terms of the scale function. By using Theorem 1 of [9]
(see also [18, 30]), we have, for every B € B(R) anda > = > A,

TANTS W@ (z — AWD (a —y)
o —aty dt :/ Yo e WO (2 — )| dy.
[/o © e8] ] BA[A,00) [ W@ (a — A) ez @ =y)| dy

By taking a 1 oo via the dominated convergence theorem, we can obtain I's(z; A) in (2.6). For the problem to be
well-defined, we assume throughout the paper the following so that I's is finite. For a complete proof of Lemma
2.2 below, see [17].

Assumption 2.2. We assume that [;° e~ @¥|h(y)|dy < occ.

Lemma 2.2. For all x > A, we have

y(ai 4) =W = ) [~ ®Dh(y + )y~ [ WO - )iy
0 A

For I'y, we first define, for every A € R,

Pyh = /OOO T1(du) / PO (g(z + A — ) — g(A))dz

oo ut+A
|t [ e 00 gy — ) - o)y,
(2.13) 0 A

A= [T [T et gt A=) - gy

[e%e) u+A
= / T(du) / PO gy — u) — g(A)dy.
0 A

Lemma 2.3. Fix A € R. Suppose
(1) g is C? in some neighborhood of A and
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(2) g satisfies

o0
2.14 II —g(A
(2.14) /1 (du) , max 19(¢) = g(A)] < o0,
then 5%
Pya < 00.
Proof. See Appendix A.1. U

For every z > A, we also define

0o ANz—A)

@)= [ @ [T WO 2= A+ A=)~ g(A)a
00 Nz—A)

(@) = /0 TI(du) /0 WD (z—z— A)g(z+ A—u) — g(A)|dz.

By (2.10)-(2.11),
(2.15)

and hence the finiteness of ﬁgql‘ also implies that of E(gql‘(x) for any x > A.

Using these notations, Lemma 2.2 together with the compensation formula shows the following.
Lemma 2.4. If (1)-(2) of Lemma 2.3 hold for a given A € R, then
(2.16) Da(w; A) = W& (z — A)pl) — o) (@), 2> Al

Proof. Let N(-,-) be the Poisson random measure associated with —X and X, := minp<s<; X forall ¢ > 0. We

also let x4 = max(z,0) and z_ = max(—=x,0) for any x € R. By the compensation formula (see, e.g., [21]),

E [e*qTA (9(Xry) = g(A))+1{XTA<AzTA<OO}]
=E [/0 /0 N(dt, du)e™ " (g(X¢— —u) — g(A))+1{Xt_u<A,Xt_>A}:|

- E® [/0 e tdt /OOO (du)(g(Xe— —u) — g(A))+11x,_ —u<a, Xt>A}]

/0 " I(dw)E [ /0 T e (X — ) — g(A) L x —uen x, > A}dt}

/OOO II(du)E” [/OTA e M (g(Xi— —u) — Q(A))+1{thA+u}dt] '
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By setting h(y) = (9(y — u) — g(A))+1{y<atuy or equivalently h(y + A) = (g(y + A —u) — g(A))+ L{y<yy in
Lemma 2.2,

E® [ /OTA e M(g(X, —u) — g(A))4 1 {Xt_<A+u}dt}
= WD (z — A) /u e ®@DY(g(y + A —u) — g(A))dy — /‘T WD (z —y)(g(y — ) — 9(A)+1y<arudy
‘ A

U uN(z—A)
— WO a) [ Oy A gy — [ WO -z A)gle+ A u) - g(4)sd
0 0
By substituting this, we have
B [e 0 (g(Xrs) = 9(A)) 11 (x, , <, macoch]

- /°° T (du) [W(q) (z — A) /u e P (g(y + A —u) — g(A))+dy
0 0
uN(z—A)
_/0 WDz —2z—A)(g(z+A—u) — g(A))+dz] ,

which is finite by Lemma 2.3 and (2.15). Similarly, we can obtain E* [e‘qTA (9(Xr,) —g(A)- 1{XTA<A,TA<oo}]
and (2.16) is immediate by subtraction. ]

In view of (2.16) above, we can also write

00 u+A
W (1 — A)pl), = Wy (1 — A)e® @ / T(du) / DY (g(y — u) — g(A))dy,
(2.17) 0 A

00 (u+A)Az
@) = [ [T WO @ = 2) (g = 0 - g

3. FIRST-ORDER CONDITION AND CONTINUOUS AND SMOOTH FIT

The most common way of choosing the candidate threshold level is the continuous and smooth fit principle.
Define

ua(A+) == li&luA(m) and vy (A+) = li&luh(x), A €R,

if these limits exist. The continuous and smooth fit chooses A such that us(A+) = g(A) and v/, (A+) = ¢'(A),
respectively. Alternatively, one can differentiate u 4 with respect to A and obtain the first-order condition.

In this section, we pursue the candidate threshold level A* in both ways. We first obtain, for a general case,
the first-derivative Qu4(x)/0A and A that makes it vanish, and then the continuous fit condition for the case X is
of bounded variation and the smooth fit condition for the case X has a diffusion component (¢ > 0). We further
discuss the equivalence of these conditions and how to obtain optimal strategies.

3.1. First-order condition. We shall obtain Ju4(x)/0A for x > A that satisfies (1)-(2) of Lemma 2.3. Let

W(A) = ——_g(4) + 9, + / e ®@Dh(y + A)dy, A€ER.
®(q) o 0
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Proposition 3.1 (derivative of u 4 with respect to A). For given x > A, suppose (1)-(2) of Lemma 2.3 hold and

G.1) [ 1) swp g4+~ ga+ € - w)] <,
1 0<€<6

for some § > 0. Then, we have
0 o?
i — _ 0@, _ _Z
uale) = —00(z — 4)(w(4) - Tg'(4)),

where
0 (y) = eq>(q)yW(£(q) (y), y>0.

Because Wy () is increasing, 09 is positive (see also [23] for an interpretation of ©(?) as the resolvent measure
of the ascending ladder height process of X)) and hence

2
(3.2) W(4) - T (4) < (2)0 = uala) > ()0 Vo> A
If there exists A* such that
2
(3.3) T(A*) — %g'(A*) —0,

then the stopping time 74+ naturally becomes a reasonable candidate for the optimal stopping time.

In order to show Proposition 3.1 above, we obtain the derivatives of I'; for 1 < i < 3 with respect to A for
any = > A. By applying straightforward differentiation in Lemma 2.1 and because W (@' (z) = D(q)Wa(q) () +
0 (),

(3.4) (2 4) = ¢/ (4)| 29 (z — 4) = Zw (@ — 4)| + g(4) 0 (@ - 4).

0
Sha o
0A ®(q) ®(q)
For I'y, we first take the derivatives of (2.17) with respect to A.

Lemma 3.1. Fix x > A. Under the assumptions in Proposition 3.1,

0o u+A
63 g5 [ 1w [ e Mgt — ) - oAy

A
0o 1— —®(q)u ,
=04 [T i) o) — g(A — )~ g (4)]
and
0 o0 (u+A)Ax
36 o) = /0 T(du) [ W (2 — A)(g(4) — g(A ~ u)) — ¢/(A) /A W (2 — 2)dz|.
Proof. See Appendix A.2. U

By applying Lemma 3.1 in (2.16)-(2.17), the derivative of I'y with respect to A is immediately obtained.

Lemma 3.2. Fix x > A. Under the assumptions in Proposition 3.1,

o ) u+A B
m@wﬂ——W&mw—Aﬁmn/ HMM/ﬁ e WY (g(y —u) — g(A))dy
DA 0 4
00 (u+A)Ax 1— e—@(q)u
+ ’A/ II(d / WD (z—2)de — ———— WD (z— A
g [ ma( | (0= 2)dz = s (z— 4))
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For I's, as in the proof of Lemma 4.4 of [17], we have the following. Although the continuity of A is assumed
throughout in [17], it is not required in the following lemma; this is clear from the proof of Lemma 4.4 of [17].

Lemma 3.3. Forevery x > A,

ir?,(gc; A) = -0 (z - A) / e P@Yp(y + A).
DA 0

We are now ready to prove Proposition 3.1.

Proof of Proposition 3.1. By combining (3.4) and Lemmas 3.2-3.3, we obtain

8QAM(;U) — _0@(z — A)U(A) + ¢'(A)Q(: A)

where
Qa; A) = ZD(z — A) — L W@ (5 — 4)

®(q)
B 0 y @ (g _ 1_6749(!1)1&_ (ut+A)Ax
[, man (- == |

By Lemmas 2.1 and modifying Lemma 2.4, we can also write

Q(z; A) =E* [e*qm} B [eiqTAl{X.,.A<A,TA<OO}:| — [E* |:67qTA1{XTA=A,TA<OO}:| , x> A

A spectrally negative Lévy process creeps downward if and only if there is a Gaussian component, i.e., P* { X, = A} >

WD (z — z)dz), x> A.
A

0 for any x > A if and only if o > 0; see [21] Exercise 7.6. Hence
o>0<= Q(z;A) >0, Ve > A.

This proves the desired result for the case o = 0. For the case o > 0, as in [10, 28], we can also write
0'2 / 0'2
Qa; 4) = T (W' (@ = 4) — @(q)W W (2 — 4)) = T-0W(a - 4),

and hence it also holds when o > 0 as well. OJ

3.2. Continuous and smooth fit. We now pursue A* such that us«(A*+) = g(A*) and v/y. (A*+) = ¢’ (A*) for
the cases

(1) X is of bounded variation, and
2) o >0,

respectively. We exclude the case X is of unbounded variation with & = 0 (in this case, W(Q)'(O—F) = 00 by
(2.12) and hence the interchange of limits over integrals we conduct below may not be valid). However, this can
be alleviated and the results hold generally for all spectrally negative Lévy processes when ¢ is a constant in a
neighborhood of A*. Examples include [17] where g(x) = 0 on (0, c0) and [29] where g(x) = 1 on (—o0, 0] and
g(x) =2 on (0, 00); see Section 4.

For continuous fit, we need to obtain

I (A+;A) = liﬁFl(m;A), [y(A+; A) = hfaxlFQ(x;A)’ and T3(A+;A):= liirleg(x;A)
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if these limits exist. Define also go(gqix (A+) :=limg 4 gpéqj)él(x), if it exists. It is easy to see that

(37) T1(A+;A) = g(A) (1 - %W@ (0)) and T3(A+; A) = W@D(0) /OOO e~ DYy 4+ A)dy.

The result for I's is immediate by the dominated convergence theorem thanks to Lemma 2.3 and (2.15)-(2.16).

Lemma 3.4. Given (1)-(2) of Lemma 2.3 for a given A € R, we have
() o) (A+) =0,
(2) Ta(At; A) = W@ (0)pl?).
Now Lemma 3.4 and (3.7) show
(3.8) ua(A+) = g(A) + WD(0)W(A).
This together with (2.12) shows the following.

Proposition 3.2 (Continuous Fit). Fix A € R and suppose (1)-(2) of Lemma 2.3 hold.
(1) If X is of bounded variation, the continuous fit condition us(A+) = g(A) holds if and only if

U(A) =0.
(2) If X is of unbounded variation (including the case o = 0), it is automatically satisfied.

For the case X is of unbounded variation with o > 0, we shall pursue smooth fit condition at A € R. The
following lemma says in this case that the derivative can go into the integral sign and we can further interchange
the limit.

Lemma 3.5. Fix A € R. If 0 > 0 and suppose (1)-(2) of Lemma 2.3 hold, then

, 00 uN(z—A) ,
3.9 goé?l‘(a:) = / H(du)/ W@ (x—z—A)glz+A—u) —g(A)dz, z> A,
0 0

and
(3.10) P70 (A+) = 0.
Proof. See Appendix A.3. U

Remark 3.1. In the case of unbounded variation with ¢ = 0, it is expected that (3.9) holds but (3.10) does not.
This is because W(Q)/(O-i-) = 00 and the limit cannot go into the integral.

We are now ready to obtain I"}(A+; A) for 1 <1i < 3.

Lemma 3.6. Fix A € R. Suppose o > 0 and (1)-(2) of Lemma 2.3 hold. Then,
(1) Tj(A+,A) = =W (0+)g(A)q/®(q),
(2) Th(A+; A) = W@ (047,
(3) Ty(At;.A) = WW'(0+4) [5% e~ Dh(y + A)dy.
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Proof. (1) It is immediate by Lemma 2.1. (2) By (2.16),
Th (w5 A) = W' (z — A)pl0) — o1 (2), o> Al

By taking = | A via (3.10), we have the claim. (3) Using (2.7) in particular w (@) (0) = 0, we have

[5(Ac+; 4) = limy [W@’(x —4) /O e~y + A)dy /A W (& — y)h(y)dy

= W@ (0+4) / e DY (y 4+ A)dy.
0

By the lemma above, we obtain
wy(A+) = W' (04)T(A)
or equivalently, by virtue of (2.12), the smooth fit condition at A* is equivalent to (3.3).

Proposition 3.3 (Smooth Fit). Fix A € R. Suppose o > 0 and (1)-(2) of Lemma 2.3 hold. Then, the smooth fit
condition v’y (A+) = ¢'(A) holds if and only if

0.2

w(4) = Zg'(A)

We summarize the results obtained in Propositions 3.2-3.3 in Table 1. It is clear from Proposition 3.1 and Table

Continuous-fit Smooth-fit
bounded var. V(A) =0 N/A

o>0 Automatically satisfied | U(A) = o%¢g’(A)/2
TABLE 1. Summary of Continuous- and Smooth-fit Conditions.

1 that the first-order condition and the continuous/smooth fit condition are indeed equivalent.

3.3. Obtaining optimal solution. After choosing the candidate threshold level A*, the verification of optimality
of T4+ requires
(i) uax(z) > g(z) forall z € R,
(i) (£ —q)ua=(x)+ h(z) =0forallx € (A*, 00),
(iii) (£ — q)ua~(x) + h(z) < O0forall x € (—oo0, A*);
see e.g., [27]. Here L is the infinitesimal generator associated with the process X applied to sufficiently smooth
function f

£1(@) = cf' @)+ 50° @)+ [ [ =2) = F@)+ £/ @)1 gcaen)] )

As we shall show shortly below, the conditions (i)-(ii) can be obtained upon some conditions. The proof of
condition (iii) unfortunately relies on the structure of the problem; in order to complement this, we give examples

where the optimality over all stopping times holds in the next section.
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Lemma 3.7. Suppose A* satisfies (3.3), g is C* on (A*,00) and

(.11 U(A)— g/ (A) >0, A>A"

o2
2
Then (i) is satisfied.

Proof. Because g(x) = ua~(z) on (—oo, A*], we only need to show (i) on (A*, 00). For any x > A*, we obtain
by (3.2) and (3.8) that

uar(z) 2 limua(v) = g(w) + WD (0)¥(x).

For the unbounded variation case, because W (9 (0) = 0, the result is immediate. For the bounded variation case

(which necessarily means o = 0), (3.11) implies W(x) > 0 and hence the result is also immediate.
O

Regarding the condition (ii), the stochastic processes

{e—qamgAm)W(q)(X );tzo} and {e—q(tArgATwZ(q)(X

t/\Tg/\To t/\Tg /\7'0)

it > O}
for any B < oo are martingales (see, e.g., [10]), and therefore
(3.12) (L— W D(2)=(L—-q)Z2D(x)=0, z>0.

Furthermore, integration by parts can be applied to obtain the following (see Section A.5 of [17] for a complete
proof).

Lemma 3.8 (Egami and Yamazaki [17]). We have
L—q) [/W x—y)h(y)dy| = h(z), x> A.
By Lemma 3.8, we obtain the following.
Proposition 3.4. For every x > A, we have (L — q)ua(x) + h(x) =
Proof. Define f(x) := E* [e”7"4g(X,)]. Then for all z > A, we have by the strong Markov property,

R [e_qTAg(XTA)\ft/\TA] _ e“l(t/\TA)f(Xt/\TA).

Taking expectation on both sides we obtain f(z) = E*[e”74g(X,,)] = E* [e‘q(“\“‘) f(Xinry)]. Hence
{e_‘I(MTA)f(XMTA);t > 0} is a martingale and therefore (£ — ¢)f(z) = (£ — q)(T1(z; A) + Ta(z; A)) = 0
on (A, 00); see also the appendix of [10] for a more rigorous proof. On the other hand, Lemma 3.8 and (3.12) give

(€~ sl A) = ~(£ =) | [ WO~ )y = hia).
Summing up these, we have the claim. U
4. EXAMPLES

In this section, we give examples to illustrate how we can apply the results obtained in the previous sections.
We first consider, as a warm-up, a generalized version of the McKean optimal stopping problem with additional
running rewards. We then extend Egami and Yamazaki [17] and obtain analytical solutions.
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4.1. The McKean optimal stopping. The classical McKean optimal stopping problem, also known as the pricing
of a perpetual American put option, reduces to (2.4) with g(z) = K — e® and h = 0. Here, e models the stock
price and K > 0 is the strike price; the option holder chooses a time to exercise so as to maximize the expected
payoff. In particular, for the spectrally negative case, it has been shown by [3] that the optimal threshold level is
given by
" q ®(g) -1

(4.1) A —log<Kq)(q>q_w(1)>.

We consider a more general case where h is any non-decreasing function and give a simple proof by directly

using the results obtained in the previous sections. Here we assume that ¢)(1) # ¢ (or ®(q) # 1); the case of
1 (1) = q can be obtained by taking limits on the results described below. Because

4q (@) _ q A > “ —®(q)z( A z+A—u
—g(A +p == K—e +/ Hdu/e et —e dz
( )<I>(q) g,A ‘I’(q)( ) 0 ( ) 0 ( )
q Al g 0 1 — e~ 2(q)u L1 e—(®(@)-1)u
=-———K+e +/ Idu)| ——~— —€¢ “"————7) |»
w0 a0 51 )
we obtain
(4.2) T(A) — U—Qg’(A) _ e oy /OO e~ P@WYR(y + A)dy
2 o(q) 20 ' Jo

where

My :=q+ 022<I>(q) + /OOO TI(du) [(1 —e @) — (1 - 6_@(q)_1)u)q>§q)

Here, by the change of measure, M, can be simplified.

Lemma 4.1. We have M, = Jq()qzl (g —(1)).

Proof. By the definition of 1) and ®, we rewrite M, as

0,2 o) B u 3 1y P
g+ —®(q) +/ I(du) |(1 — e D% — B(q)ulyyeoyy) — e (1 — e @7 O D(q)ul{ue(01))
2 0 P(q) —1
1 o2
= (o= [ utem =) a() + Gel0)@(0) + 1
O / - ~u ~(@(q)-1)u
B =1 ), T (1-e + (®(q) = Dl ucioy) -
Define, as the Laplace exponent of X under P’; with the change of measure ‘ﬁ% s exp(X¢ — ¥(1)t), t >0,
t

1 1 00
@)= (o= [ e 0n@) s+ 0%+ [T -1+ fu ey i)

Then, ¢ (P(q) — 1) = ¥ (P(q)) — ¥ (1) = g — ¥(1); see page 215 of [21]. Hence simple algebra shows

®(q ®(q)

=N 1 W%@’(Q) -1)= My,

as desired. O
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It is clear that M/, > 0 and hence (4.2) is monotonically increasing in A. Recall also Assumption 2.2. Therefore
on condition that

2 o)
: _9 __ 7 : —2(q)y
4.3) Jm [qJ(A) 9 (A)] B A [Ty + Ay <o,

there exists a unique A* such that (4.2) vanishes and by (3.2)

4.4) aaAuA(:E) >0 Vr>A+—= A< A"

This shows that 74+ is optimal among the set of all stopping times of threshold type. Notice in a special case when
h = 0, the optimal threshold A* reduces to (4.1). Because the optimal stopping time is known to be of threshold
type by [26], T4+ is indeed the optimal stopping time.

We now show that it is indeed optimal over all stopping times even when £ is not zero. This reduces to showing
(iii) (in Section 3.3) because (i) holds thanks to (4.4) and Lemma 3.7 and (ii) thanks to Proposition 3.4. For this
special case of g, we can simplify as in Exercise 8.7 (ii) and Corollary 9.3 of [21] for any z, A € R,

4.5) E* [ 7 (K — eXa)] = K(Z(q) (z — A) — %W(Q)(aﬁ - A))

_ — (1 _
—e” (Z{q w(l))(x —A)— ?D(q)wf in(q w(l))(x — A))

where W, and Z; are versions of W and Z associated with the measure P! under the same change of measure as in

the proof of Lemma 4.1. Here, notice as in Lemmas 8.3 and 8.5 of [21], for each > 0, the functions ¢ — W@ (x)
and g — Z(@ (x) can be analytically extended to ¢ € C. In particular, by Lemma 8.4 of [21],

(4.6) Wt W () = w@(z), x>0

Proposition 4.1. Suppose h is non-decreasing and (4.3) holds. Then there exists a unique A* such that (4.2)
vanishes. Moreover, T4~ is an optimal stopping time and the optimal value function is given by

w(@) = KZ0(z — A7) — #2000 (g _ g7 — / WO (2 — y)h(y)dy.

*

Proof. By Lemma 4.1 and the discussion above this proposition, there exists a unique A* such that

(4.7) 0=—qK + eA*M(q — (1)) + ©(q) /oo e~ DV (y + A%)dy.
®(q) -1 0
We first show (iii). By (2.1), Lg(z) = —e” [c+ 507 + [[° [e7 — 1 + zl{pcscry] H(d2)] = —€(1), and
hence
(4.8) (£ —q)g(x) + h(z) = —qK +€"(¢ — ¢ (1)) + h(z).
Because h is non-decreasing and z < A*
@9) Bg) [ e Oy + ANy = 0lq) [ e POhi)dy = hia).
0 0
It is also easy to see that
* (b
(@.10) o g (1)) = (g - w1).
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Indeed, for the case ¢ — (1) > 0, we must have ®(¢) — 1 > 0 and hence (4.10) holds by A* > z; for the case
q — (1) < 0, the left hand side is positive while the right hand side is negative in (4.10). By (4.8)-(4.10), (iii)
holds.

Now by the continuous and smooth fit results obtained in the previous section, u is C* on R\{A*} and contin-
uous at A* (with locally bounded derivative around A*) when o = 0, while it is C? on R\{A*} and differentiable
at A* (with locally bounded second derivative around A*) when ¢ > 0. These together with (i) and (ii) show the
optimality using a standard technique of optimal stopping; see e.g. [27] Theorem 2.2.

Finally, by (4.5)-(4.7),

u(z) = KZ@ (z — A%) — e® (qu—wu))(x — A% — Wl(q—d)(l))(x . A*)?{)(_q)lﬁili>

@ gAY g
W (z — A%)e 3(g) - 1 Aqu@ y)h(y)dy

= KZW(z— A% — "2 "Dz — 4%y — | WD(z — y)h(y)dy,
A*

as desired. U

4.2. Generalization of Egami and Yamazaki [17]. We now solve an extension to [17], where we obtained an
alarm system that determines when a bank needs to start enhancing its own capital ratio so as not to violate the
capital adequacy requirements. Here X models the bank’s net worth or equity capital allocated to its loan/credit
business. The problem is to strike the balance between minimizing the chance of violating the net capital require-
ment and the costs of premature undertaking (or the regret) measured, respectively, by

Rgf” (1) :=E* [efqel{TZ(;}} and H:gq’h) (1) :=E* [1{T<Oo} /0 eqth(Xt)dt}
T
where h is positive, continuous and increasing and
0 :=inf{t >0: X, <0}
denotes the capital requirement violation time. We want to obtain over the set of stopping times,
(4.11) S := {7 stopping time : 7 < 6 a.s.},
an optimal stopping time that minimizes the linear combination of the two costs described above:
UGN (1.7) 1= B (7) + yHE (1),

for some v > 0. By taking advantage of the property of S, the problem can be reduced to obtaining

TES

[4 0
inf Ew e_qu{XTSOJQ)O} +/ €_qth(Xt)dt:| = —u(l’) + ]Ez |:/ e_qth(Xt)dt:|
T 0
with

u(z) :=supE” [—e_qu{XT<O,T<OO} +/ e_qth(Xt)dt] .
TES a 0



16 M. EGAMI AND K. YAMAZAKI

In other words, the problem reduces to (2.4) with

0, x>0,
-1, <0,

g(x) =

and a special set of stopping times defined in (4.11). Egami and Yamazaki [17] solved for double exponential jump
diffusion [19] and for a general spectrally negative Lévy process.

We shall consider its extension for a more general g (or more general R§§’)(r) = —E% [e=? g(Xg)l{ng}}) by
assuming the following.

Specification 4.1. (1) g is negative and increasing on (—o0, 0] (and zero on (0, 0));
(2) h is positive, continuous and increasing.

The first assumption on g means that the penalty |g(Xp)| increases as the overshoot | Xy| increases. The second
assumption on h is the same as in [17]; if a bank has a higher capital value, then it naturally has better access to
high quality assets.

In this problem, it can be conjectured that there exists a threshold level A* such that 74~ is optimal. Here we
can rewrite (2.13) forall A > 0

00 u—A
= [ ) [T e gy 4 4wy

00 u—A
A= [ ) [ e gty A= .

This avoids the integration of II in the neighborhood of zero and hence Lemma 3.5 also holds for the case of
unbounded variation with o = 0. Now, as a special case of Propositions 3.2-3.3 (noticing g(A) = ¢'(A) = 0 for
all A > 0), we obtain the following.

Lemma 4.2 (Continuous and Smooth Fit). Suppose (1)-(2) of Lemma 2.3 for a given A > Q.

continuous fit: [f X is of bounded variation, the continuous fit condition u(A) = 0 holds if and only if
4.12) U(A) =0.

If X is of unbounded variation, it is automatically satisfied.
smooth fit: If X is of unbounded variation, the smooth fit condition u'(A) = 0 holds if and only if (4.12)
holds.

Continuous-fit Smooth-fit
(1) bounded var. VU(A)=0 N/A

(ii) unbounded var. | Automatically satisfied | ¥(A) =0
TABLE 2. Summary of Continuous- and Smooth-fit Conditions.
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Under Specification 4.1, there exists at most one A* > 0 that satisfies (4.12) because

(4.13) W'(A) = / e~ DY/ (y + A)dy
0

00 u—A (9]
+ / H(du)/ e~ @Yy (y + A — u)dy — / II(du)e~ @@= g0-) > 0.
A 0 A

Verification of optimality: We let A* be the unique root of W(A) = 0 if it exists and set it zero otherwise. As in
the case of the McKean optimal stopping problem, we only need to show (iii) in Section 3.3 because (i) holds by
(4.13) and Lemma 3.7 and (ii) by Proposition 3.4.

Lemma 4.3. If A* > 0, we have (L — q)g(x) + h(x) < 0 for every x € (0, A¥).

Proof. Because g(z) = ¢'(x) = 0 for every x > 0,

o0

.14) (£ - )g(x) + h(z) = / M(du)g(z — u) + h(z), @ < (0,A%).

x

We shall show that this is negative. Because A* > 0, we must have

/ e~ DY (y 4+ A%)dy + /

0 *

o0

u—A*
II(du) / e P @Vg(y + A* —u)dy =0,
0
and hence

oo o] u—A*
0> h(x)/ e~ P@Dyqy + / I(du)g(z — u)/ e 2@yqy
0 0

*

> h(m)/ 6_¢(q)ydy+/ H(du)g(x—u)/ e—‘b(tI)ydy
0 0

*

zh(x)/ eq)(q)ydy—i—/ H(du)g(az—u)/ e~ *@yqy
0 T 0

— (h(:z:) + /IOO (du)g(z — u)) /000 e *@vdy,

where the first inequality holds because g and A are increasing and x < A*, the second holds because g is nonpos-
itive, and the third holds because x < A* and ¢ is nonpositive. This together with (4.14) shows the result. ([l

For the rest of the proof, we refer the reader to the proof of Proposition 4.1 in [17].

Proposition 4.2. If A* > 0, then T4~ is the optimal stopping time and the value function is given by u s~ (x) for
every x > 0. If A* = 0, then the value function is given by lim 4|0 ua(z) for every z > 0.

5. CONCLUDING REMARKS

We have discussed the optimal stopping problem for spectrally negative Lévy processes. By expressing the
expected payoff via the scale function, we achieved the first-order condition as well as the continuous/smooth
fit condition and showed their equivalence. The results obtained here can be applied to a wide range of optimal
stopping problems for spectrally negative Lévy processes. As examples, we gave a short proof for the perpetual
American option pricing problem and solved an extension to Egami and Yamazaki [17].
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For future research, it would be interesting to pursue similar results for optimal stopping games. Typically,
the equilibrium strategies are given by stopping times of threshold type as in [6, 7, 15] . Similarly to the results
obtained in this paper, the expected payoff admits expressions in terms of the scale function and hence the first-
order condition and the continuous/smooth fit can be obtained analytically. Another direction is the extension to
a general Lévy process with both positive and negative jumps. This can be obtained in terms of the Wiener-Hopf
factor alternatively to the scale function. Finally, the results can be extended to a number of variants of optimal
stopping such as optimal switching, impulse control and multiple stopping.

APPENDIX A. PROOFS

A.1. Proof of Lemma 2.3. By the assumption (1) and Taylor expansion, we can take 0 < € < 1 such that, for any
0<z<u<eand pa, = maxo<e<e [g" (A —&)| < o0,

1 1
(A.1) 9(A —u+2) = g(A)] < (u=2)lg' (A + 5(u - 2)%0a, < ulg'(A)| + §U2QA,E-
Therefore, by (2.2),

/06 II(du) /Ou e*q’(Q)z|g(z +A—u)—g(A)dz < /0€ I1(du) (u2]g'(A)] + %u39A76> < 00.

On the other hand, by (2.14),
o u 1 [e.e]
—®(q)z — ) — < _
) [t ol a—w - g < g [T M) max [o(0) — g(4)] < .

Combining the above, the proof is complete.

A.2. Proof of Lemma 3.1. Proof of (3.5): Define o(A) := [;° II(du)q(A; ) with

u+A
g(Aru) = /A DV g(y —u) — g(A)dy, u>0.

By assumption, we can choose 0 < € < 1 such that gis C% on [A — ¢, A + €.
We choose 0 < § < e that satisfies (3.1) and fix 0 < ¢ < §. By the mean value theorem, there exists £ € (0, ¢)
such that

/ (At cu) —q(Asu)
Q(A+£7u)_ c .

Because, for every z € (A, A + ¢), we have

(A2) ¢ (z30) = =D (g(2) — gz — u) -

the Taylor expansion implies that, for every 0 < u < 4,

_ u? B u?
I (A+&u)| <e é(q)(AH)?(‘I’(Q) +1) fhax, l9"(A+E—0) <e <I>(q)AE(CI’(Q) +1) 19" (),

max
A—6<(<A+6
or uniformly in ¢ € (0, ¢)

|a(A +ciu) —q(Aju)| _ e—@(q)AZﬁ
c - 2

(®(g) +1) 9" ().

max
A—6<C<A+S



CONTINUOUS AND SMOOTH FIT PRINCIPLE 19
Hence uniformly in ¢ € (0,0) by (2.2)

d cor) .
/ H(du) |q(A 6 u) Q(Av u)| < 6—<I>(q)A
0

max
C A—0<(<A+0

On the other hand, by (A.2),

/oo H(du) ‘q(A + C;u) — Q(A7u)|
5 C
Se@@p@( l9'(A+ 8l

a8 M, 00) 4 [ Hmw&¥§<mA+o—gm+f—m),

which is finite by (3.1) and how 4 is chosen.
This allows us to apply the dominated convergence theorem, and we obtain

i QA+ ) —o(4) /oo () i q(A+c;u) — q(A;u)
0

cl0 C cl0 c

- ) u)g'(A;u) = =04 N u - —u)—¢g ﬂ
/0 II(du)q'(A;u) = /OH(d)<g(A) g(A —u) —g¢'(A) 0 )

The proof for the left-derivative is similar, and this completes the proof of (3.5).
Proof of (3.6): Define

(ut2)A
(A.3) q(z;u,x) = / WD (z —y)gly —u) — g(2)]dy, zecRandu> 0.

Then, by (2.17), we have gaéqA(x) = [  T(du)q(A;u, ). We use the same 0 < & < € as in the proof of (3.5)
above and fix ¢ and € such that

—A
O<c<6Ax

1 —A

and 0<e:= f(x—A)—(d/\x )]/\5.
2 4

It is then clear that 0 < ¢ < ¢ < §. We shall split

(A4) /wn@mﬁm*”WJﬂ—amuwﬂ
0

Cc

:/gn(du)lc'i(AJrc;u,x)—J(A;u,x)l +/ooH(du)yq(A+c;u,x)—zj(A;u,g;)y
0 c c c

)

and show that these two terms on the right-hand side are bounded in ¢ on (0,6 A %).

For every fixed 0 < u < ¢, our assumptions imply that g(+;u,x) is C? on (A, A + ¢). By the mean value
theorem, there exists £ € (0, ¢) such that
TA+ ¢ u,3) — §(4;u,3)

J(A+&u,z) = - :

Given z at which g is differentiable and also satisfying © + z < z, differentiating (A.3) obtains

u+z
7 (zu,0) = WDz —2)(g(2) — g(z = w) = ¢'() / W (2 - y)dy.
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Because x — u —
(A + c;u,z) — q(As u, )|
‘ u+A+§
= WO~ A= Ol + O~ g+ e =g (+6) [ WOy
<WD(@—A—&[g(A+&) —g(A+E&—u) —ug (A+9)|

(A4 &) < z) and g is differentiable at A + &,

=7 (A+&u,2)]

u+A+€
ya+9 [T WO —a-g - W - y))dy\

A+€

<WO(z—A) [g(A+€) —g(A+E —u) —ug (A+¢)|
+ulg(A+ | WO(@ — A=) - W@ —u—Aa-¢)

< fl(A,U,I’)+f2(A,U,$)

where

AAu,x) =Wz —A) max [g(A+¢) —g(A+(—u) —ug'(A+ ),
0<C<onTZ2

folA;u,z) :=u  max |¢g(A+¢)] max |[WOa—-A—¢)-WD(z—u—A-0)|.

0<¢<onz4 0<¢<onzA

First, fo II(du) f1(A; u, x) is finite because, for every u < ¢, we have v < § and

U2

A _ A _ _ /A < 2
b 9(A+ Q) —g(A+C—u)—ug(A+ Q) < o | max g7 (C)]

which is II-integrable over (0, ¢) by (2.2). On the other hand, by (2.11) and because 0 < { < § A xZA implies
T —u—

‘W(q)(a:—A—C) —W(q)(:c—u—A—C)‘

= ‘S‘P(q)(ﬂc—A—C)Wq)( Wz —A—() eé(q)(w—u—A—C)Wq)(q) (x—u— A=)

2@ (@=A=0) _ ®(@)(@—u=A=()
@(q)(z—u—A—() oA L
_‘ ‘§(Q)) ’—I—e (Wagy (@ — A= () = Wag(z —u— A~ )|
1_67<I>(q)u

Sefb(q)(r—A)( +u  max W&)(q)(y))a

V' (2(q)) A <y<a—A

and hence
€
/ II(du) f2(A;u, x)
0

&€
<  max ]g’(A—I—()]/ u  max
0

—A —A
0<¢<onzgA 0<¢<onzZA

W@ —A—C) - WD (g —u— A C)’H(du)

£
< max [¢(A +C)]e¢<q>(w_A)/ u(
0

1 — e ®@u +u  max W&,( )(y))H(du),
0<¢<onzzA !

V'(2(q)) oA y<p—A
which is finite by (2.2).
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We now obtain the bound for the second term of the right-hand side of (A.4). For every u > ¢ (which implies
u > c), we have

’a(A + ¢ u, .%') B a(Av u, ZC)‘
C

< BI(A7 cu, Q?) + BQ(Aa G u, 'T)

where
1 (u+A+c)Ax A+c
By (A, cu,x) =~ / WD (z —y)|gly —u) — g(A+c)|dy + W (z —y)|g(y — u) — g(A)|dy| ,
¢ (u+A)Az A
_ (u+A)Az
By(A,cu,x) := l9(A+ ) — 9(A) wa) (x — y)dy.

c A+c

For the former, we have

Bi(A cu,x) <3W D (@ — A)  max  |g(z) — g(A)|

A—u<z<A+c
< W@ —A)(, max lo(z) ~ g(A)] + max |g(A+ )~ g(A+ ¢ —u)]).

Here the first inequality holds because |g(y — u) — g(A + ¢)| < |g(y —u) — g(A)| + |g(A) — g(A + ¢)|. For the
second inequality, it holds trivially when the maximum is attained for some A — v < z < A. If it is attained at
z=A+[forsome 0 <[ <c¢. Then, because A —u < A+ —u < A (thankstoc < u)and ¢ < ¢

aomax  19(2) = g(A)] < lg(A+T—u) —g(A)[ +]g(A+ D) — g(A+1—u)

< max 19(2) = g(A)[ + max |g(A+¢) = g(A+( —u)l.

For the latter, by the C? property of g in the neighborhood of A, how § is chosen and ¢ < §, we obtain

& A+c
6 X
/ e " @(q)(z—y) _
< (Ig@l+5  max 1) [0 (@ =)y
1 1)
< / e 1" (b(q)(r—A)'
< S DIE@) (l9')1+3 e g (©)l)e
Therefore,
T1(du) |g(A+ c;u,z) — q(A;u, )|
e C
@ _ > _ B _
<3O = 4) [ 1) (| max lo(:) — a(4)] + gmax o(4+ O — a(A +C — )

S—— o max  |q" (q)(z—A)
T 5@ 19/ +35 s g ()X, 00),

which is bounded in ¢ on (0,6 A ”“"ZA) by (2.14) and (3.1).
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Hence, by the dominated convergence theorem,

(2) (9) 00 ~ -
lim 809?A+c($) - ng?A(fL') B / T1(du) lim JA+cu,z) —q(A;u,x)
cl0 C 0

= /Oo (du)q (A; u, x)
0

cl0 C
00 (u+A)Ax
— [ ) WO - a)g) - ga - w) — ) [ WO -2z,
0 A

The result for the left-derivative can be proved in the same way.

A.3. Proof of Lemma 3.5. It is known as in [11] that ¢ > 0 guarantees that Wq>(q) is twice continuously differ-
entiable and hence W, @ is continuous on (0, co). Furthermore, (2.12) implies W, )(O+) = % < ooand (2.11)

(¢
implies lim oo Wé(q) (x) = 0. Therefore, there exists L < oo such that

L :=sup Wé(q) ().

x>0

Now for every fixed ¢ > 0

1 [ N(z+c—A)
(A.5) c/ I1(du) / WD (z4+c—z—A)(gz+ A—u) —g(A))dz
0 0

uN(z—A)
_/ WDz —2— A)(glz + A —u) — g(A)dz| < fi(a, A, ¢) + folz, A, ),
0
where
00 uN(z—A)
fi(z, A, c) = / H(du)/ q(z,c,2,A)|g(z + A —u) — g(A)|dz,
0 0
00 uN(z+c—A) (q) o
Folr dye) = / H(du)/ Weremz 24 g(z + A —u) — g(A)|dz,
z—A uA(z—A) C
(9) o A WD (g — 5 —
q(z,c,z,A) = WWate—z-A) - WW(x -2 A).
c
Because
q(x,c,z, A) = eé(Q)(HC_Z_A)ch(Q) (t+c—2—A)— e@(q)(z—z—A)Wq)(q) (z—z— A)
P} ) B
_ @) € = DWag(@ e =z = A) + (Wag) (@ +c =z = 4) - Wa) (e — 2= A))
c
O
< eé(Q)(x_Z_A) € + L 7
B <cw’(<1>(Q)) )
we have
r— e@(Q)C -1 B
N Rl
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On the other hand,

o

< W@ _ _
falaA)) S WD) [ @) max o) g(4)

(@) (z+c—A)  roo
= @) /

By (2.14) , these bounds on f; and f5 also bound (A.5), and hence by the dominated convergence theorem and
because W (9)(0) = 0,

» I{du) | max  |g(y) —g(A)].

(9) -
+¢) — 00 uN(z—A)

lim Poal 0 = 0(2) / H(du)g / W (x — 2 — A)(g(z + A —u) — g(A))dz

clo c 0 ox Joy

oo uN(z—A) ,
_ / 1(du) / W@ (2 — 2 — A)(g(z + A —u) — g(A))dz.
0 0

The left-derivative can be obtained in the same way. This proves (3.9).
For the proof of (3.10), we first show the following lemma.

Lemma A.1. There exists a finite constant C' 4 independent of x such that
0o Nz—A) ,
/ H(du)/ W@ (z—2— A)glz+ A—u) — g(A)|dz < DD, 2> A
0 0

Proof. Define
1 uN(z—A) ,
o1z, A) = / T(du) / WO (2 — 2~ A)lg(z + A—u) — g(A)|dz,
0 0

9] ANz—A) ,
bo(, A) 1= /1 T1(du) /0 W@ (3 — 2~ A)|g(z+ A—u) — g(A)]d=.

It is sufficient to show there exist finite constants C7 4 and C3 4 independent of = such that

(1) ¢1(x, A) < 2@DE=A 0y 4,
(2) po(x, A) < 2@DE=A(Cy 4,

Choosing 0 < € < 1 and g4 . as in the proof of Lemma 2.3, we obtain by (A.1)

€ 1 uN(z—A) ,
d1(x, A) < / II(du) (u\g’(A)\ + §U2QA,€) / W@ (z — 2z — A)dz
0 0

1 Nz—A)
@ (p— » —
+2A_I{1§2<SA\9(C)|/6 H(du)/o W\ (x—2z—A)dz

_ /O 11(du) (ulg' (A)] + %UQQA,G) (WO~ 4) = WO((@— A~ w) v 0))

1
+ 2A—I{l§aé(§A lg(Q)| /6 II(du) (W(q)(x —A) WD (z—A—u)V O)) .
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Because, by (2.11),

WDz —A)—WD(z—A—u)VvO0)

= 2@@=4) [(Wq,(q) (2 — A) = W) (& — A—u) V0)) + (1 - e*%)(wx*f‘))) Wag((z — A —u) Vv 0)
(

p—"
( V' (®(q)) )
)

we have ¢y (z, A) < @@=, 4 with
]_ — B_Q(Q)u)

— [ u) (ulg’ 1U2 u
Cia _/0 I(d )( lg (A)H—2 QA,e) (L + '(®(q)) V'(®(q))

which is finite thanks to (2.2) and by applying the Taylor expansion to (1 — e“I’(q)“) to the first integral. Hence

max |
A-1<¢<A

(1) is obtained. The proof of the existence of Ca 4 that satisfies (2) is immediate because

00 z—A) ,
b(, A) < / M(du) max |g(y) — g(A)| /0 W@ (z — 2 — A)da

A—uly<A

< WO (z - A) /1°OH<du> ma_ lo(y) — g(4)],

and W@ (2 — A) < e2@E=A) 14/ (B(q)) by (2.11). O

Now using the lemma above, we can interchange the limit via the dominated convergence theorem as x | A in
(3.9) and obtain (3.10). This completes the proof.

REFERENCES

[1] L. Alili and A. E. Kyprianou. Some remarks on first passage of Lévy processes, the american put and smooth pasting.
Ann. Appl. Probab., 15:2062-2080, 2004.

[2] L. H. R. Alvarez. On the properties of r-excessive mappings for a class of diffusions. Ann. Appl. Probab., 13 (4):1517-
1533, 2003.

[3] F. Avram, T. Chan, and M. Usabel. On the valuation of constant barrier options under spectrally one-sided exponential
Lévy models and Carr’s approximation for American puts. Stochastic Process. Appl., 100:75-107, 2002.

[4] F. Avram, A. E. Kyprianou, and M. R. Pistorius. Exit problems for spectrally negative Lévy processes and applications
to (Canadized) Russion options. Ann. Appl. Probab., 14:215-235, 2004.

[5] F. Avram, Z. Palmowski, and M. R. Pistorius. On the optimal dividend problem for a spectrally negative Lévy process.
Ann. Appl. Probab., 17(1):156-180, 2007.

[6] E.Baurdoux and A. E. Kyprianou. The McKean stochastic game driven by a spectrally negative Lévy process. Electron.
J. Probab., 13:no0. 8, 173-197, 2008.

[7] E. Baurdoux and A. E. Kyprianou. The Shepp-Shiryaev stochastic game driven by a spectrally negative Lévy process.
Theory Probab. Appl., 53, 2009.

[8] J. Bertoin. Lévy processes, volume 121 of Cambridge Tracts in Mathematics. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge,
1996.

[9] J. Bertoin. Exponential decay and ergodicity of completely asymmetric Lévy processes in a finite interval. Ann. Appl.
Probab., 7(1):156-169, 1997.

[10] E. Biffis and A. E. Kyprianou. A note on scale functions and the time value of ruin for Lévy insurance risk processes.

Insurance Math. Econom., 46(1):85-91, 2010.

1 _ —P(qQu
g)y/ H(du)(Lu—iri

).



CONTINUOUS AND SMOOTH FIT PRINCIPLE 25

[11] T. Chan, A. Kyprianou, and M. Savov. Smoothness of scale functions for spectrally negative Lévy processes. Probab.
Theory Relat. Fields, to appear.

[12] N. Chen and S. G. Kou. Credit spreads, optimal capital structure, and implied volatility with endogenous default and
jump risk. Math. Finance, 19(3):343-378, 2009.

[13] S. Dayanik and I. Karatzas. On the optimal stopping problem for one-dimensional diffusions. Stochastic Process. Appl.,
107 (2):173-212, 2003.

[14] E. Dynkin. Markov processes, Volume I1. Springer Verlag, Berlin, 1965.

[15] E. Egami, T. Leung, and K. Yamazaki. Default swap games driven by spectrally negative Lévy processes.
arXiv:1105.0238, 2011.

[16] M. Egami and K. Yamazaki. On scale functions of spectrally negative Lévy processes with phase-type jumps.
arXiv:1005.0064, 2010.

[17] M. Egami and K. Yamazaki. Precautional measures for credit risk management in jump models. Stochastics, forthcom-
ing.

[18] D.J. Emery. Exit problem for a spectrally positive process. Adv. in Appl. Probab., 5:498-520, 1973.

[19] S. G. Kou and H. Wang. First passage times of a jump diffusion process. Adv. in Appl. Probab., 35(2):504-531, 2003.

[20] S. G. Kou and H. Wang. Option pricing under a double exponential jump diffusion model. Manage. Sci., 50(9):1178—
1192, 2004.

[21] A. E. Kyprianou. Introductory lectures on fluctuations of Lévy processes with applications. Universitext. Springer-
Verlag, Berlin, 2006.

[22] A. E. Kyprianou and Z. Palmowski. Distributional study of de Finetti’s dividend problem for a general Lévy insurance
risk process. J. Appl. Probab., 44(2):428-448, 2007.

[23] A.E.Kyprianou and B. A. Surya. Principles of smooth and continuous fit in the determination of endogenous bankruptcy
levels. Finance Stoch., 11(1):131-152, 2007.

[24] T. Leung and K. Yamazaki. American step-up and step-down credit default swaps under Lévy models. arXiv:1012.3234,
2010.

[25] R. L. Loeffen. On optimality of the barrier strategy in de Finetti’s dividend problem for spectrally negative Lévy pro-
cesses. Ann. Appl. Probab., 18(5):1669-1680, 2008.

[26] E. Mordecki. Optimal stopping and perpetual options for Lévy processes. Finance Stoch., 6(4):473—493, 2002.

[27] B. @ksendal and A. Sulem. Applied Stochastic Control of Jump Diffusions. Springer, New York, 2005.

[28] M. R. Pistorius. A potential-theoretical review of some exit problems of spectrally negative Lévy processes. In Séminaire
de Probabilités XXXVIII, volume 1857 of Lecture Notes in Math., pages 30-41. Springer, Berlin, 2005.

[29] P. Salminen. Optimal stopping of one-dimensional diffusions. Math. Nachr., 124:85-101, 1985.

[30] V. Suprun. Problem of destruction and resolvent of terminating process with independent increments. Ukrainian Math.
J., 28:39-45, 1976.

[31] B. A. Surya. Evaluating scale functions of spectrally negative Lévy processes. J. Appl. Probab., 45(1):135-149, 2008.



26 M. EGAMI AND K. YAMAZAKI

(M. Egami) GRADUATE SCHOOL OF EcoNoMICS, KYOTO UNIVERSITY, SAKYO-KU, KyoTo, 606-8501, JAPAN
E-mail address: egami@econ.kyoto-u.ac. jp

URL: http://www.econ.kyoto-u.ac. jp/ egami/

(K. Yamazaki) CENTER FOR THE STUDY OF FINANCE AND INSURANCE, OSAKA UNIVERSITY, 1-3 MACHIKANEYAMA-
CHO, TOYONAKA CITY, OSAKA 560-8531, JAPAN
E-mail address: k—-yamazaki@sigmath.es.osaka—-u.ac. jp

URL: http://www-csfi.sigmath.es.osaka-u.ac.jp/faculty/personal/yamazaki/index.html



	1. Introduction
	2. The Optimal Stopping Problem for Spectrally Negative Lévy Processes
	2.1. Scale functions
	2.2. Expressing the expected payoff using the scale function

	3. First-Order Condition and Continuous and Smooth fit
	3.1. First-order condition
	3.2. Continuous and smooth fit
	3.3. Obtaining optimal solution

	4. Examples
	4.1. The McKean optimal stopping
	4.2. Generalization of Egami and Yamazaki Egami-Yamazaki-2010-1 

	5. Concluding Remarks
	Appendix A. Proofs
	A.1. Proof of Lemma 2.3
	A.2. Proof of Lemma 3.1
	A.3. Proof of Lemma 3.5

	References

