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Abstract

Drawdown (respectively, drawup) of a stochastic process, also referred as the reflected
process at its supremum (respectively, infimum), has wide applications in many areas
including financial risk management, actuarial mathematics, and statistics. In this paper,
for general time-homogeneous Markov processes, we study the joint law of the first
passage time of the drawdown (respectively, drawup) process, its overshoot, and the
maximum of the underlying process at this first passage time. By using short-time
pathwise analysis, under some mild regularity conditions, the joint law of the three
drawdown quantities is shown to be the unique solution to an integral equation which is
expressed in terms of fundamental two-sided exit quantities of the underlying process.
Explicit forms for this joint law are found when the Markov process has only one-sided
jumps or is a Lévy process (possibly with two-sided jumps). The proposed methodology
provides a unified approach to study various drawdown quantities for the general class
of time-homogeneous Markov processes.
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1. Introduction

We consider a time-homogeneous, real-valued, nonexplosive, cadlag Markov process X =
(X:)r=0 with state space R defined on a filtered probability space (2, ¥, F = (¥7):>0, P)
with a complete and right-continuous filtration. (The state space can sometimes be relaxed to
an open interval of R (e.g. (0, +00) for geometric Brownian motions). It is also possible to
treat some general state space with complex boundary behaviors. However, for simplicity, we
choose R as the state space of X in this paper.)

Throughout, we silently assume that X satisfies the strong Markov property (see Rogers and
Williams [33, Section II1.8,9]), and exclude Markov processes with monotone paths. The first
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passage time of X above (below) a level x € R is denoted by
T =inf{r > 0: X; > (<)x},

with the common convention that inf & = oo.

The drawdown process of X (also known as the reflected process of X at its supremum) is
denoted by ¥ = (Y;)>0 with ¥; = M; — X;, where M; = supg—,, X;. Let 7, = inf{r >
0: Y, > a} be the first time the magnitude of drawdowns exceeds a given threshold a > 0. Note
that (supy,, Y5 > a) = (14 < t) P-almost surely (P-a.s.). Hence, the distributional study of
the maximum drawdown of X is equivalent to the study of the stopping time 7,,. Similarly, the
drawup process of X is defined as )A’, = X; —m; fort > 0, where m; = info<;<; X;. However,
given that the drawup of X can be investigated via the drawdown of —X, we exclusively focus
on the drawdown process Y in this paper.

Applications of drawdowns can be found in many areas. For instance, drawdowns are
widely used by mutual funds and commodity trading advisers to quantify downside risks.
Interested readers are referred to Schuhmacher and Eling [34] for a review of drawdown-based
performance measures. An extensive body of literature exists on the assessment and mitigation
of drawdown risks; see, e.g. [7], [8], [13], and [42]. Drawdowns are also closely related to many
problems in mathematical finance, actuarial science, and statistics such as the pricing of Russian
options (see, e.g. [2], [3], and [35]), De Finetti’s dividend problem (see, e.g. [4] and [26]), loss-
carry-forward taxation models (see, e.g. [22] and [25]), and change-point detection methods
(see, e.g. [31]). More specifically, in De Finetti’s dividend problem under a fixed dividend
barrier a > 0, the underlying surplus process with dividend payments is a process obtained
from reflecting X at a fixed barrier a (the reflected process’ dynamics may be different than the
drawdown process Y when the underlying process X is not spatial homogeneous). However,
the distributional study of ruin quantities in De Finetti’s dividend problem can be transformed
to the study of drawdown quantities for the underlying surplus process; see Kyprianou and
Palmowski [21] for a more detailed discussion. Similarly, ruin problems in loss-carry-forward
taxation models can also be transformed to a generalized drawdown problem for classical
models without taxation, where the generalized drawdown process is defined in the form of
Y; = y(M;) — X, for some measurable function y (-).

The distributional study of drawdown quantities is not only of theoretical interest, but also
plays a fundamental role in the aforementioned applications. Early distributional studies on
drawdowns date back to Taylor [36] on the joint Laplace transform of 7, and M, for Brownian
motions. This result was later generalized by Lehoczky [24] to time-homogeneous diffusion
processes. Douady et al. [9] and Magdon et al. [27] derived infinite series expansions for the
distribution of 7, for a standard Brownian motion and a drifted Brownian motion, respectively.
For spectrally negative Lévy processes, Mijatovic and Pistorius [28] obtained a sextuple formula
for the joint Laplace transform of t,, and the last reset time of the maximum prior to 7, together
with the joint distribution of the running maximum, the running minimum, and the overshoot
of Y at 7,. For some studies on the joint law of drawdown and drawup of spectrally negative
Lévy processes or diffusion processes, we refer the reader to [30], [32], [40], and [41].

As mentioned above, Lévy processes (most often, one-sided Lévy processes (an exception
to this is [5] for general Lévy processes)) and time-homogeneous diffusion processes are
two main classes of Markov processes for which various drawdown problems have been
extensively studied. The treatment of these two classes of Markov processes has typically
been considered distinctly in the literature. For Lévy processes, Itd’s excursion theory is a
powerful approach to handle drawdown problems; see, e.g. [3], [28], and [30]. However, the
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excursion-theoretic approach is somewhat specific to the underlying model, and additional care
is required when a more general class of Markov processes is considered. On the other hand, for
time-homogeneous diffusion processes, Lehoczky [24] introduced an ingenious approach which
has recently been generalized by many researchers; see, e.g. [25], [40], and [43]. Here again,
Lehoczky’s approach relies on the continuity of the sample path of the underlying model, and,
hence, is not applicable for processes with upward jumps. Also, other general methodologies
(such as the martingale approach in, e.g. [2] and the occupation density approach in, e.g. [14])
are well documented in the literature but they depend strongly on the specific structure of the
underlying process. To the best of the authors’ knowledge, no unified treatment of drawdowns
(drawups) for general Markov processes has been proposed in the literature.

In this paper we propose a general and unified approach to study the joint law of (7., M,,
Y;,) for time-homogeneous Markov processes with possibly two-sided jumps. Under mild
regularity conditions, the joint law is expressed as the solution to an integral equation which
involves two-sided exit quantities of the underlying process X. The uniqueness of the integral
equation for the joint law is also investigated. In particular, the joint law possesses explicit
forms when X has only one-sided jumps or is a Lévy process (possibly with two-sided jumps).
In general, our main result reduces the drawdown problem to fundamental two-sided exit
quantities.

The main idea of our proposed approach is briefly summarized below. By analyzing the
evolution of sample paths over a short time period following time 0 and using renewal arguments,
we first establish tight upper and lower bounds for the joint law of (7, M+,, Y7,) in terms of the
two-sided exit quantities. Then, under mild regularity conditions, we use a Fatou’s lemma with
varying measures to show that the upper and lower bounds converge when the length of the
time interval approaches 0. This leads to an integro-differential equation satisfied by the desired
joint law. Finally, we reduce the integro-differential equation to an integral equation. When X
is a spectrally negative Markov process or a general Lévy process, the integral equation can be
solved and the joint law of (7., M+,, Yz,) is, hence, explicitly expressed in terms of two-sided
exit quantities.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we introduce some fundamental
two-sided exit quantities and present several preliminary results. In Section 3 we derive the
joint law of (z4, Y7,, M,) for general time-homogeneous Markov processes. Several Markov
processes for which the proposed regularity conditions are met are further discussed. Some
numerical examples are investigated in more detail in Section 4. Some technical proofs are
postponed to Appendices A—C.

2. Preliminary

For ease of notation, we adopt the following conventions throughout the paper. We denote
by P, the law of X given X¢ = x € R and write P = P for brevity. We write u Av = min{u, v},
R4+ = [0, o0), and fxy dz for an integral on the open interval z € (x, y).

Forg,s > 0, u < x < v, and z > 0, we introduce the following two-sided exit quantities
of X:

q) /.. o —qT,F
B (x; u,v) :=E,[e”?" 1{T,)+<oo,Tv+<T[,XT+=U}]’
v

(q) . ._ —qT;F
BZ (x’ dZ’ u, U) i Ex{e v 1{T,,+<oo, T,f‘<T[,XT+7vedz}]’
v

T, —su—X,—

‘ - )
C(q’s)(x; u,v) :=E;le ! " 1{T[<oo, T[<Tn+}]'
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We also define the joint Laplace transform

B9 (x; u,v) :=Ey[e ! -

) e B(q)(x u,v) +B(q D (x; u, v),
ey
where Béq’s)(x; u,v) = foooe’SZBéq)(x, dz; u,v).
The following pathwise inequalities are central to the construction of tight bounds for the
joint law of the triplet (t,, Mc,, Yz,).

Proposition 1. Forg,s > 0, x € R, and ¢ € (0, a), we have Py-a.s.

— < <
I{TX1£<OO T <T,\+£ a} 1{T31£<oo TA+£<TH} - 1{T1++£<OO T,\+£<Tx a} (2)
—qT,_,—s(x—a—X. .- )—s¢e

—qta—s (Y, —a) > 9tx—a T, _ _ _

€ l{ta<oo, ta<Ti, € e l{Tx,a<oo, T <Tih.) 3)
. —qT, . —s(x—a—X.— )
—qta—s(Yy,—a) dlx+e-a Te _ _

€ l{fa<00, Ta<Tx++g} — * ¢ 1{T¥+€ <00, Tyo_ a<Tx+s} (4)

Proof. By analyzing the sample paths of X, it is easy to see that, for any path w € (TX‘Z_E <
00), we have Py {r, < T,_,} = 1, so Py-a.s.

(Tx':_8<oo Tx+8<ta)_( +s<oo Tx+8<ra_ —q) C (T, +8<oo Tx+E<Tx__a)
and, similarly, P, -a.s.

+ + - + - +
(Tx+8 < 00, Tx+s < Tx+8 a) - ( x+e < 00, Tx+s < Tx+8 —a’ Tx+s < Ta)

+ +
- (Tx+a < o0, Tx+s < Ta)’

which immediately implies (2). On the other hand, by using the same argument, we have P, -a.s.

T,_, <00, T, < Tx‘:_g) ={T,_,<00, 17, <T,_, < TX‘Z_E) C(ty <00,7,4 < Tx':_g)

(5)
and
(tg < 00,74 < Tx"j_g) =g <00, T, <1 < Tx':_a)
C( x+e—a < 0, Tx+5 a Tx++£)' (6)
For any patha) e(T,_, <00, T _, < JZFS) we know from (5) that w € (T,_, < 00,74 <
T._, < Jr8) This implies M, (w) < x + ¢ and X, (w) > X T, (w), Wthh further entails

that Yo () = M, (0) — X, (w) < x4+ ¢ — T* (w). Therefore by the above analysis and
the second inequality of (2),

—qT,_,—s(x+e— X - ) P
e ¢ B e I Va1 " Py-ass.,

+
x—a s Lx— x+e {Ta <00, T4 <T,

x+e

which naturally leads to (3).
Similarly, for any sample pathw € (1, < 00,7, < Txts), we know from (6) that w €

(ta <00, Ty g <t <T, +€) which implies that x — XT;,g_a (w) <Y e (w) < Y, (w).

Therefore, by the first inequality of (2), we obtain

o —qT,, —s(x—X -
qTqa—S Yra rte—a Tx+8 a -
© l{Ta<OO, ta<TthH} - l{T +e— a <, Tx+a a< x+s}’ Px a.s.

This implies the second inequality of (4). ]
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By Proposition 1, we easily obtain the following useful estimates.

Corollary 1. Forg,s >0, x e R,z > 0, and ¢ € (0, a),

(@) ,.. —qT+
B (x; x+e—a,x+¢e) <Efe e 1{T315<OO’T,\18<TWXT+ —xte}]
x+e

< Bl(q)(x; x—a,x+e¢),

(q) . —qT+
B, (x,dz; x +e—a,x +¢&) <Ey[e”? x+e 1{T$r5<00, Tihe<tu Xt —x—sedz}]
X+E€

< Béq)(x, dz; x —a,x +¢),

e CU(x x —a,x ) S Byle 1RO ]

<eCY9)(x; x+e—a,x+e).

Remark 1. It is not difficult to check that the results of Proposition 1 and Corollary 1 still hold
if the first passage times and the drawdown times are only observed discretely or randomly
(such as the Poisson observation framework in [1] for the latter). Further, explicit relationship
between Poisson observed first passage times and Poisson observed drawdown times (similar
as for Theorem 1 below) can be found by exploiting the same approach as laid out in this paper.

The later analysis involves the weak convergence of measures which is recalled here.
Consider a metric space S with the Borel o-algebra on it. We say a sequence of finite measures
{n }nen is weakly convergent to a finite measure p as n — oo if

Tim /S (2) dpun(2) = /S $(2) du(2)

for any bounded and continuous function ¢ (-) on S.

In the next lemma, we show some forms of Fatou’s lemma for varying measures under weak
convergence. Similar results were proved in [10] for probability measures. For completeness,
a proof for general finite measures is provided in Appendix A.

Lemma 1. Suppose that {pi,}neN is a sequence of finite measures on S which is weakly
convergent to a finite measure W, and {P,lneN is a sequence of uniformly bounded and
nonnegative functions on S. Then

/ liminf ¢(w) di(z) < liminf / (@) dbtn (), ™
§ 1—>00,w—>2 n—oo Jg
and
/ limsup ¢, (w)du(z) > lim sup/ @n(z) dpn (2). 8
S n—o00,w—7 n—-oo JS

3. Main results

In this section we study the joint law of (z,, M, , Y;,) for a general Markov process with
possibly two-sided jumps. The following assumptions on the two-sided exit quantities of X are
assumed to hold, which are sufficient (but not necessary) conditions for the applicability of our
proposed methodology. Weaker assumptions might be assumed for special Markov processes;
see, for instance, Remark 4 and Corollary 2 below.
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Assumption 1. Forall g, s > 0, z > 0, and x > X, we assume the following limits exist and
identities hold:

1—Bl(q)(x; X—a,x+e)
P

@y 1
(Al) b1 (x) := 181&}

l—qu)(x; X+e—a,x+¢e)

= lim
el0 &
— lim 1— qu)(x —& Xx—a,x)
T80 €
I l—BfQ)(x—s;x—s—a,x)
= lim ,
el0 &

and fxybgﬁ(u}) dw < oo forany x,y € R;
@)y o e L (@)
A2) b :=1lim - B X —a,x+¢
(A2) b, 5 " (x) lim =B (x; x —a,x+¢)
1
= lim—Béq’s)(x; xX+e—a,x+e¢)
el0 &
. (g5)
= lim - B;¥’ —&, x—a,
lim =B, (x X —a,x)
I s
—1im-BY(x —&; x —& —a, x),
lim =5 (x X a,x)
and s +— bff{é‘v)(x) is right continuous at s = 0;

Ca)(x: x —a,x+¢)

(A3) 9 (x) := lim
el0

£

CCY(x:x+e—a,x+e¢)
= lim

el0 &

. C(‘”)(x—e; X —a,x)
= lim

el0 &

CCYNx—g; x—e—a,x)
= lim .

el0 &

Under assumptions (A1) and (A2), it follows from (1) that

‘ . 1=BYXx; x —a,x+¢)
b (x) = lim : = bl () = b5 (). ©)

Remark 2. Due to the general structure of X, it is difficult to refine assumptions (A1)—(A3)
unless a specific structure for X is given. A necessary condition for assumptions (A1)—(A3) to
hold is that

TS =0 and X+ =x, Pyas forallx €R.

In other words, X must be upward regular and creeping upward at every x; see [19, p. 142 and
p. 197] for definitions of regularity and creeping for Lévy processes.
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In the latter part of this section, we provide some examples of Markov processes which
satisfy assumptions (A1)—(A3), including spectrally negative Lévy processes, linear diffusions,
piecewise exponential Markov processes, and jump diffusions.

Remark 3. By Theorem 5.22 of [16] or Proposition 7.1 of [23], we know that assumption (A2)
implies that the measures (1/¢) B, Dy, dz; x —a, x +e), (1/)B; D(x, dz; x+e—a, x+e),
(1/5)B<q)(x —¢,dz; x —a, x), and (l/e)B(q)(x —&,dz; x — e — a, x) weakly converge to
the same measure on R, denoted as b(q) (x, dz), such that f e_“b(q%(x dz) b(q v)()c)

We point out that it is possible that b q)a(x {0}) > 0, though the measure 32 (x,dz; u, v) is
only defined on z € (0, 00).

We are now ready to present the main result of this paper related to the joint law of

(ta, Yz, My,).

Theorem 1. Consider a general time-homogeneous Markov process X satisfying assump-
tions (Al)—(A3). Forq,s > 0and K € R, let

h(x) =Eefe 9 YD 10 ooy <xy],  x < K.

Then h(-) is differentiable in x < K and solves the following integral equation:

K
h(x):/ exp(—/ b(q)(w)dw>

x (cf;f’”(y) + / h(y + 26, dz)) dy, x<K. (10)
[0,K—y)

Proof. By the strong Markov property of X, forany Xo = x <y < Kand 0 < ¢ <
(K — y) Aa, we have

h(y) =E [e_qfa_s(yra —a)q

+
{ta<00, 74 <Ty+g}]

+Ey[e q5+f1T+

{T)5 <00, T}

y+e

<Ta, XT+ :y""g}]h(y + 8)
y+e

K—y—¢ —aT*
+/(; Ey[e Prse 1{T+ <00, T e<Ta> Xt —y—sedz}]h(y+‘9+z)'

yt+e ’ Ty+
By Corollary 1, it follows that

h(y+e) —h(y) > —eC9)(y; y+e—a,y+e)
+(1=BP(; y—a,y+e)h(y+e)

K—y—¢
—/ h(y +&+2BP(y,dz; y —a, y +¢), (11)
0

and
h(y+¢&) —h(y) < —e**CY(y; y—a,y+e)

+ (=B y+e—a,y+e)h(y+e)

K—y—¢
—/ h(y—i—a—i—z)Bé")(y,dz; y+e—a,y+e). (12)
0
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By assumptions (A1)—(A3) and & (-) € [0, 1], itis clear that both the lower bound of £(y 4 ¢) —
h(y) in (11) and the upper bound in (12) vanish as ¢ | 0. Hence, A (y) is right continuous for
y € [x, K). Replacing y by y — ¢ in (11) and (12), and using assumptions (A1)—(A3) again,
it follows that A (y) is also left continuous for y € (x, K] with 2(K) = 0. Therefore, h(y) is
continuous for y € [x, K] (left continuous at x and right continuous at K).

To consecutively show the differentiability, we divide inequalities (11) and (12) by e.
It follows from assumptions (A1)—(A3), Remark 3, Lemma 1, and the continuity of 4 that

h(y +¢&) — h(y)

lim inf
el0 &
, Koy B (y.dz; y —a,y+e)
> 9y + bc({‘f; (h(y) — lim sup/ h(y + & +2)—2 Y z y
0 Jo
(g,5) (9) (9)
> =0+ 800 - [ b+ 260 o
[0,K—y)
and, similarly,
. h(y + &) — h(y) :
lim sup ——————=> < —c{"(y) + b} (»h(y) - f h(y + b (v, dz).
el € [0,K—y)

Since the two limits coincide, one concludes that 2 (y) is right-differentiable for y € (x, K).
Moreover, by replacing y by y — ¢ in (11) and (12), and using similar arguments, we can show
that A (y) is also left differentiable for y € (x, K). Since the left and right derivatives coincide,
we conclude that A (y) is differentiable for any y € (x, K) and solves the following ordinary
integro-differential equation:

K () = b4 (Mh(y) = =i (v) - / h(y + 209 (v, d2). (13)
[0,K—y)

Multiplying both sides of (13) by exp(— f xy b((lq; (w) dw), integrating the resulting equation
(with respect to y) from x to K, and using #(K) = 0 complete the proof of Theorem 1. ]

When the Markov process X is spectrally negative (i.e. with no upward jumps), the upward
overshooting density bff% (x, dz) is trivially 0. Theorem 1 reduces to the following corollary.

Corollary 2. Consider a spectrally negative time-homogeneous Markov process X satisfying
assumptions (Al) and (A3). Forq,s > 0and K > 0, we have

E, [exp(—qTq — S(Yra —a)) l{ra<oo, MMSK}]
K y
- / exp<—/ bgf;(w)dw)cgw(y) dy, =x<K.
X X

When X is a general Lévy process (possibly with two-sided jumps), we have the following
result for the joint Laplace transform of the triplet (z,, Y-,, M<,). Note that Corollary 3 should
be compared to Theorem 4.1 of [5], in which, under the Lévy framework, the resolvent density
of Y is expressed in terms of the resolvent density of X using excursion theory.
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Corollary 3. Consider a Lévy process X satisfying assumptions (Al)—(A3). For q,s,é > 0,
we have (for Lévy processes P{t, < oo} = 1 as long as X is not monotone)

_ (q s) (O)
5+ bﬁﬂ"” (©)
Proof. By the spatial homogeneity of the Lévy process X, (10) at x = 0 reduces to

E[e—qra—x(Yza —a)—8Mq, (14)

) @ K@
h(0) = )( L e‘ba7l(°)K)+/ e‘ba7l(°)y/ h(y + 2600, dz)dy.  (15)
ba‘,ll (0) 0 [0.K—y)

Let
iAl(O) — E[e_qr"_s(Y’“ —a)—SMz,,] — ]E[e_qTa—S(Yra —a) I{Mra Sea}]’

where e; is an independent exponential random variable with finite mean 1/§ > 0. Multiplying
both sides of (15) by e %X, integrating the resulting equation (with respect to K') from 0 to 0o,
and using integration by parts, we obtain

. (1) © sk (¥ 00 "
h(0)=7+/ de / e Vel yf h(y +2)b, 5(0, dz) dy dK
8+b10)  Jo 0 [0.K~y)
o)
5+b)(0)
+ / e b1 @ gy / b0, dz) / S D R ACR I VYA SR 11V ¢
0 Ry z+y

) e e%251)(0, dz)
5+ b (0) 5+ b (0)

Solving for fl(O) and using (9), it follows that

h0) = ci™” (0 e
o @ oy _ —s573,(@) @9 oy
§+0b,:0) fR e%%b,5(0, dz) 8+ba 0)

It follows from the monotone convergence theorem that (14) also holds for § = 0. O

Remark 4. We point out that assumptions (A1)—(A3) are not necessary to yield (14) in the
Lévy framework. In fact, by the spatial homogeneity of X, similar to (11) and (12), we have

e e Cl@n(0; —a,¢) < R[e—7T—s(Yr—0)=3Mz | < e C(0; ¢ —a,e)
1—e9%B@90; ¢ —a,e) ~ ~ 1-e%BW@H0; —a,s)

for any ¢ € (0, a). Suppose that the following condition holds:

lim CT9(0; —a, ¢) ) C@90; & —a,e)
m

— lim _ pasd),
el01 —e%¢B@dH0; ¢ —a,g) 01 —e%BGH0; —a, 8)

Then E[e 4% —@=3Mz, | — pi@-59),
Theorem 1 shows that the joint law E, [e™9% ¢ (Yrg—a) 1 My, <K}] isasolution to (10). Further,

the following theorem shows that (10) admits a unique solution.
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Theorem 2. Suppose that assumptions (Al)—(A3) hold. For q,s > 0 and K > 0, (10) admits
a unique solution.

Proof. From Theorem 1, we know that h(x) = E, [e=Ta—s(Yra—a) 1{z, <00, M., <K}] is
a solution of (10). We also note that any continuous solution to (10) must vanish when
x 1 K. For any fixed L € (—o0, K), we define a metric space (Az, dy), where A = {f €
CIL, K], f(K) = 0} and the metric d1.(f, §) = sup,¢(z x|/ (x) — g(x)| for f, g € AL. We
then define a mapping £ on Ay by

K y
C,Cf(x):/ exp(—/ b;’{}(w)dw)

X (cgq,s)(y) + /0 )f(y +z)bfff;(y, dz)) dy, x €[L, K],
[0,K—y

where f € Ap. Itisclear that L(Ar) C Afr.
Next we show that L£: A; — Aj is a contraction mapping. By the definitions of the
two-sided exit quantities, for any y € R, it follows that

CY9(y; y—a,y+e) +/ B (y,dz; y—a,y+6) <1-BP(y; y—a,y+e). (16)

Ry

Dividing each term in (16) by ¢ € (0, a) and letting € |, 0, it follows from assumptions (Al)—
(A3) that

0 < (y) +/ bD(y, d2) < b (»).  yeR (17)

Ry

By (17), we have, for any f, g € Ap,

K
du(Lf. £8) < sup |f(1)—g()| sup / exp(— / ybﬁ,‘f%(w)dw> / b (y. dz)dy
] X X Ry

te[L,K x€[L,K]

K y
<dp(f.g) sup f exp(— f b;?i(wmw)b;’fi(y)dy
X X

L<x<K

K
<d.(f, g)<1 —exp(— / bﬁfkw)dw)).
bl

Since fLKb;qi (w) dw < ooby assumption (A1), we conclude that £: A; — Aj isacontraction
mapping. By the Banach fixed point theorem, there exists a unique fixed point in A;. By a
restriction of domain, it is easy to see that Ay, C Az, for —oo < L1 < L, < K. By the
arbitrariness of L, the uniqueness holds for the space Ny - x Ay . This completes the proof. [

For the remainder of this section, we state several examples of Markov processes satisfying
assumptions (A1)—-(A3). Note that the joint law of drawdown estimates for Examples 1 and 3
were solved by Mijatovic and Pistorius [28] and Lehoczky [24], respectively (using different
approaches). Assumption verifications for Examples 4 and 5 are postponed to Appendices B
and C, respectively.

Example 1. (Spectrally negative Lévy processes.) Consider a spectrally negative Lévy pro-
cess X. Let ¢ (s) := (1/t)logE[e**'](s > 0) be the Laplace exponent of X. Further, let
WD R — [0, oo) be the well-known g-scale function of X; see, for instance, [19, Chapter 8].
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The second scale function is defined as Z@(x) = 1 + ¢ f(;‘ W@ (y)dy. Under some mild
conditions (see, e.g. Lemma 2.4 of [18]), the scale functions are continuously differentiable
which further implies that assumptions (A1) and (A3) hold with

/ ®) (P @) ()
W@ (a) and 99 (0) = e Z" @)W (@) = Z" (@)W ()

a1 W@ (a) Ws(p)(a)

. (18)

where p = g — v/ (s) and Ws(p ) (V4 §P )) is the (second) scale function of X under a new probability
measure P* defined by the Radon—Nikodym derivative process dP*/dP|z = e’X1=V () for
t > 0. Therefore, by Corollary 3 and (18), we have

W@ ZP@W @) — pW " (@)
SW@(a) + W@ (a) Ws(p) (a)

E[equafs(yfa 7a)78MTg ] —

)

which is consistent with Theorem 3.1 of [23] and Theorem 1 of [28].

Example 2. (Refracted Lévy processes.) Consider a refracted spectrally negative Lévy pro-
cess X of the form

t
X, =U; — )»/ 1ix,>p) ds, (19)
0

where A > 0, b > 0, and U is a spectrally negative Lévy process; see [20]. Let W@
(Z@)) be the (second) g-scale function of U, and W@ be the g-scale function of the process
{Ur — At}s>0. Similar to Example 1, all the scale functions are continuously differentiable
under mild conditions.

For simplicity, we only consider the quantity E,[e™9% 1(, <00, m,, <k}] With b > x —a
(otherwise the problem reduces to Example 1 for X; = U; — At). By Theorem 4 of [20], we
can verify that assumptions (A1) and (A3) hold. For b > x, from (18) with s = 0, we have

W(q)/(a) @.0)

Z(q)(a)W(")/(a) _ Z(q)/(a)W(q)(a)
———— and ¢ (x) = .
W(q)(a)

W(q) (g)

b (x) =

a,
Forx > b > x —a,

1+ AWDO)YWD (@) + 4 [ WD (a — )W (y)dy

b (x) = ; ,
a W@ (a) + )‘fbfora W@ (a — y)W@D' (y)dy
and
@)
Cl(lqso)(x) — kaq ()C)
W@ (a) + fb"_Ha W@ (a — y)W@' (y)dy’
where

ki’ (1) = (1+ AW O)(Z D @W' (@) = gW (@)
+Ag(1+ AW (0)

o / WD (@ — (WD (@WD () — WD (@)W () dy
b—x+a
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—Aq I:W(Q) (@)

a

+A / W<q><a—y>w<q>’<y>dy] / W (@ — )W (y) dy
b b

—Xx+a —Xx+a
+ A [z@ (a)

a

a
+g /b W(q’(a—y)W(q)(y)dy] fb W (@ = )W (y)dy.

—Xx+a —Xx+a

By Corollary 2, we obtain

K y
0
E[exp(—qTa) Lipt,, <k)] = / exp(— / bg‘fi<w>dw)c§” '»dy,  x<K,
X X

which is a new result for the refracted Lévy process (19).

Example 3. (Linear diffusion processes.) Consider a linear diffusion process X of the form
dX; = u(X;)dt + o (X,)dW;,

where (W;);>¢ is a standard Brownian motion, and the drift term w(-) and local volatility
o(-) > 0 satisfy the usual Lipschitz continuity and linear growth conditions. As a special
case of the jump diffusion process of Example 5, it will be shown later that assumptions (A1)
and (A3) hold for linear diffusion processes. By Corollary 2, we obtain

K y
) o
Ex[exp(—qra)1{,a<oo,MmSK}]:/ exp(—/ bfj{}(w)dw)cfﬁ (y)dy,  x <K,
X X

which is consistent with Equation (4) of [24].

Example 4. (Piecewise exponential Markov processes.) Consider a piecewise exponential
Markov process (PEMP) X of the form

dXt = MX; dt + dZ[, (20)

where u > 0 is the drift coefficient and Z = (Z;);>0 is a compound Poisson process given
by Z;, = Z;V:’]J,u Here, (N;);>0 is a Poisson process with intensity A > 0 and the J;
are independent and identically distributed copies of a real-valued random variable J with
cumulative distribution function F. We also assume the initial value X¢ > a which ensures
that X; > O for all #+ < 7,. In this case, as discussed in Remark 2, X is upward regular and
creeps upward before 7,,. The first passage times of X have been extensively studied in area of
applied probability; see, e.g. [17] and [37]. For the PEMP (20), semiexplicit expressions for
the two-sided exit quantities Bl(q)(‘), Béq)(-, 2, and C-9) () are given in [15, Section 6]. As
will be shown in Appendix B, assumptions (A1)—(A3) and Theorem 1 hold for the PEMP X
with a continuous jump size distribution F.

Example 5. (Jump diffusion.) Consider a jump diffusion process X of the form

o]

dX, = p(X) df + o(X)) dW; + / Y (Xr—, DN, d2), 21

—0o0
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where () and o (-) > 0 are functions on R, (W;),>0 is a standard Brownian motion, y (-, ) is
areal-valued function on R? modeling the jump size, and N (d¢, dz) is an independent Poisson
random measure on R x R with a finite intensity measure dz x v(dz). For specific u(-) and o (+),
the jump diffusion (21) can be used to model the surplus process of an insurer with investment
in risky assets; see, e.g. [12] and [39]. We assume the same conditions as Theorem 1.19 of [29]
so that (21) admits a unique cadlag adapted solution. Under this setup, we show in Appendix C
that assumptions (A1)—(A3) and, thus, Theorem 1 hold for the jump diffusion (21).

4. Numerical examples

The main results of Section 3 rely on the analytic tractability of the two-sided exit quantities.
To further illustrate their applicability, we now consider the numerical evaluation of the joint
law of (Yz,, M,) for two particular spatial-inhomogeneous Markov processes with (positive)
jumps through Theorem 1. For simplicity, we assume that the discount rate ¢ = 0 throughout
this section.

4.1. PEMP

In this section, we consider the PEMP X in Example 4 with u = 1, A = 3, and the generic
jump size J with density
%e‘x, x >0,

22
1 +2¢7), x<0. 22

px) =

We follow Jacobsen and Jensen [15, Section 6] to first solve for the two-sided exit quantities.
Define the integral kernel

1
7) = . z€C,
Vo= e he -2
and the linearly independent functions
1 —xz 1 -2
X) = ——— 7)e dz = —e ¥,
g1(x) e Yo(2) 5

1
Yo(z)e *dz = —Ee_x,

1
X) = ————
9= T

1
X) = ——— e Ydz = -,
g3(x) v I, Yo(z) =3

1
Yo(z)e ™ dz = —ge",

1
X) i\=m ———
ga(x) T ),

for x > 0, where I'; (i = 1,2,3,4) is a small counterclockwise circle centered at the pole
ui =3 —1i of Yo(z). Moreover, for 0 < u < v, we consider the matrix-valued function

1 .- 11 1 - 1
_§e 214(” + F) 53 2u ﬁe 2v gl(U)
e ! %e_” (u + %) —%e_” 22(v)
(M (u, V))1<i k<4 = . . ) ,
-3 -3 3 83(v)
1 .u 1 u 1.v 11
g¢ e g (v—75) &
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where the matrix M entries are chosen according to

Mk Yo(z) _, .
M;  (u,v) = e “*dg, 1<i<4,k=1,2,
b, v) 2n/—1 Jr; 2 — Mk
| al Yo(z) _ .
M;3(u,v) = e Y*dz, 1 <i<4.
13, v) 2n/—1 Jr; 2— M4

Let (Ni, j(u, v))1<k, j<4 be the inverse of (M; x(u, v))1<i, k<4. Combining Equation (46) and
a generalized Equation (48) of [15] (with ¢ = s > 0 and p > 0), we obtain the linear system
of equations

2C C

C
(c1,c2,¢3,¢c8) (M i) = (—S +_2, —3 Il’ P 1,f(v)), (23)

where C and C are constants specified later, and f(x) could stand for any of Bfo) (x; u,v),
B;O’p)(x; u,v),or C(O'S)(x; u, v) and has the representation f(x) = Z?:lcig,- x), x € [u, v].

To solve for Bfo) (x; u, v), Béo‘p)_(x; u, v), or CO9(x; u, v), we only need to solve (23)
with different assigned values of C, C, and f (v) according to Equation (45) of [15]. By letting
C =C =0and f(v) =1, we obtain

4
Bfo)(X; u,v) = Z Ny i(u, v)gi(x).

i=1

Similarly, by letting C = f(v) = 0 and C =1, for o > 0, we obtain

4
0. 1
Bé p)(x; u,v) = m E N3 i(u,v)gi(x).
i=1

A Laplace inversion with respect to p yields, for z > 0,

4

By (x.dz; u,v) =™+ > N3i(u,v)gi(x) dz.
i=1

By letting C = 1 and C = f() =0, fors > 0, we obtain

4 —_— —_—

09 (x; u,v)=z< Niitu, v) +
e G s

Ny i (u, v)>gi(x)-

By the definitions, we have

4 4
b‘(l(?)l (x)=— Z Dy i(x —a,x)gi(x), bl(z(g(x, dz) =e™* (Z D3 i(x —a,x)g (x)) dz,
i=1 i=1
4

-2 —1
cflo’s)(x) = Z;(H-_ZDU(X —a,x)+ sz,i(x —a, x))gi(x),
i=

where we denote Dy j(u, v) := (9/0v) Ny, j(u, v).
In Figure 1, we use MATHEMATICA® to numerically solve the integral equation (10).
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FIGURE 1: Plot of the probability i (x) = P, {M,, < K} for PEMP (20) withg =0, u =1,A =3,a =1,
K = 20, and jump size distribution given in (22).

4.2. A jump diffusion model

In this section we consider a generalized PEMP (X;);>o with diffusion whose dynamics are
governed by
dX, = X, dr +/2dW, + dZ,, t>0, (24)

where the initial value X9 = x € R, (W;);>0 1s a standard Brownian motion, and (Z;);>0 is an
independent compound Poisson process with a unit jump intensity and a unit mean exponential
jump distribution. The two-sided exit quantities of this generalized PEMP can also be solved
using the approach described in [15, Sections 6 and 7].

We define an integral kernel

e22/2
)= —"7, zeC.
V1) zZ(z+ 1)
Let I'; (i =1,2) be small counterclockwise circles around the simple poles i = 0 and
w2 = —1, respectively, and define the linearly independent functions

1
X) = ———— e *tdz =1,
g1(x) 2md=1 I, Y1(2)

Vi dz = —e* 2,

1
X) = ———
820 = 0 VT I,

for x € R. To find another linearly independent partial eigenfunction, we consider the vertical
line I's = {1 +t4/—1, t € R} and define

g3(x) == m o Y1 (z)e ™ dz. (25)

Next we derive an explicit expression for g3(x). We know from (25) that lim,_, o g3(x) =0
and g3 is continuously differentiable with

1 et /2

bx) = — e "t dz. 26
S = T ey (20
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Note that the bilateral Laplace transform functions (see, e.g. [38, Chapter VI]) of a standard
normal random variable U; and an independent unit mean exponential random variable U, are
given respectively by

/oo L d ?/2 /OO ~2Ye=Y d !
eV —e =¥/, e Ve =—)
—00 N2 g 0 YT T

for all complex z such that Re(z) > 0. Hence, the bilateral Laplace transform of the density

function of Uy 4 Uy, i.e.
f Tl marzgvg,
0 /27

is given by e?/2 /(z+1) for all complex z such that Re(z) > 0. Since the right-hand side of (26)

is just the Bromwich integral for the inversion of the bilateral Laplace transform —e?’/2 /(z+1),
evaluated at —x, we deduce that

gh(x) = — /oo | e~ (/26— dy.
3 0 2w

It follows that
o0 o0
1) = —/ () dy = 1 —fo N(x + e dy,
X

where N (-) is the cumulative distribution function of standard normal distribution.
For any fixed —0o0 < u < v < 0o, we define a matrix-valued function

1 g1(v) g1(u)
pevtl/2 g2v)  g(u)

(M; (1, V) 1<i, k<3 = o0
1—/0 N@+y)ye¥dy g3(v) g3(u)

’

where the first row is computed according to

1 llfo(z)e_vz dz
271 Jr; z+1 '

Note that M3 1(u, v) can be calculated in the same way as g3(x). We also denote the inverse
of (Mi x(u, v)1<i, k<3 by (Nk j(u, v)) 1<k, j<3-

By Equation (46) and a generalized Equation (48) of [15] (with ¢ =s = 0 and p > 0), we
obtain the linear system of equations

M;(u,v) =

C
(c1, 2, c3)(Mj k) = (— S (), f(u)>, 27
p+1

where C is a constant to be specified later, and f(x) could stand for any of Bfo) (x; u,v),

Béo’p)(x; u, v),or CO9(x; u, v)andhas the representation f (x) = Z?:l ¢igi(x), x € [u, v].
By letting

= f(u) =0and f(v) =1,
e C=1land f(v) = f(u) =0,
e C=f()=0and f(u) =1,

Al
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FIGURE 2: Plot of the probability h(x) = Px{M;, < K} for the jump diffusion in (24) with K = 6
anda = 1.

for any p > 0 and z > 0, and solving the linear system (27), we respectively obtain

3 3
0, 1
BO (i uv) =Y Miuv)gix),  BY” (i uv) = T 2o Ml Vg,
i=l i=1
3

3
BY (x,dzi u,v) =e° Y Npiwv)gidz,  COO0;uv) = Ny, v)gi ().
i=1 i=1

Further, this implies that

3 3
b)) ==Y Dai(x —a,x)gi(x).  bD)(x, dz) =e (Z Dyi(x —a, x)gi (x)>,

i=1 i=1

3
Cl(lo'o)(x) = ZD?,)[(X - a’ -x)gi(x)?

i=1

where we denote Dy j(u, v) = (3/0v)Ni, j(u, v).
In Figure 2, we plot i(x) = P, {M., < K} by numerically solving the integral equation (10)
using MATHEMATICA.

Appendix A. Proof of Lemma 1

We define ¥, (z) = inf ;> ¢ (2) for z € S. Further, we define Kn (z) = liminfy,_, ; ¥, (w)
which is lower semicontinuous; see, e.g. Lemma 5.13.4 of [6]. Note that zn is increasing in n,
and by the definition of ﬁn , we have

lim = lim lim inf inf
n—>00 zﬂ @) n—>00 r|0 we(z—r,z+r) mzn P (10)

= lim lim inf Om (W)
n—o0 r 0 m>n, we(z—r,z+r)

= liminf ¢,(w),
n—oo,w—z
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where the second equality is because there is no ambiguity in switching the order of two
infimums. By the monotone convergence theorem, we have

/ lim inf ¢>n(u))du(z) lim /1// (2)du(z). (A.28)
g =00, w—> —0o0 Jo N

By the Portmanteau theorem of weak convergence and the fact that ¥, () is nonnegative and
lower semicontinuous, it follows that

/ wn(z) du(z) <lim inf/ ¥ (z)duy,(z) foranyn € N. (A.29)
s m—>00 J¢ —n

Moreover, since ¥, (z) is monotone increasing in n, we have

liminf/ v (2)dum,(z) < liminf/ v (2) duy, (z). (A.30)
m— 00 S—" m— 00 S_m

By (A.28)~(A.30),

f lim inf, ,Pn(w)du(2) < liminf / ¥ (2)dum(z) < liminf / ¢m(2) dpm (2),
§ n—>0o0,w —m m—oo J¢

where the last inequality is due to ﬂm (2) <Y (@) < o (2).
Suppose that {¢;, },,en is uniformly bounded by K > 0, by applying (7) to {K — ¢y }neN, We
obtain

S n—00,w—z §n=oow=2
< liminf / (K — $0(2)) djin(2)

= K liminf u,(S) — lim sup/ én(2) Ay, (2).
n— o0 S

n—oo

Therefore, (8) follows immediately by the weak convergence of u, and u(S) < oo.

Appendix B. Assumption verification for Example 4

Lemma B.1. Consider the PMEP (20) with a continuous jump size distribution F(-). For
q,s > 0and 0 < ug < xg < vo, we have

lim  g(xo; u,v) =  lim  g(x; u, vo) = g(x0, uo, Vo),
(u,v){ (uo,v0) (x,u) 1 (x0,u0)

where the function g(x; u, v) is any of the following three functions:
B u,v),  BYV(uv),  CUV uv).

Proof. Note that the condition 0 < up < xp < vg is to ensure the process X remains
positive before exiting these finite intervals, which further implies X is upward regular and
creeps upward. We limit our proof to

lim B9 (xo; u, v) = B (x0; uo, vo). (B.1)
(u,v) (u0,v0)
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The other results can be proved in a similar manner. By the relationship v > vg > u > ug, we
have

|B{? (xo: uo, vo) — B}? (xo: u, v)|
_ TJ*' —_gT+
< [Exole™ 01{T+<T XT+—U()}] R G 1{TLT<L7,XT+:U,XT+:UO}]|
v UO
+ Py {vo < XT')+0 <v}. (B.2)

It is clear that the last term of (B.2) vanishes as v | vg by the right-continuity of the distribution
function of X T Also,

- Tu+ —qT;"
| [e™ 10 I{TUO<T xT+_u0}] Eyole™ I{Tv+<T,f,XTJ_=v,XT;(.):v()}]|
—gT+
— Ex()[e {Tv0<Tu XT+ —UO}] xo[e g I{TJ<TM7’XTI;"=U‘XTJS=UO}]
T+
+Eyy[e ™0 1 <Ty<Tiy 0 Xr —uo}]
—qT,f +
<1 —-E,[e 7" 1{TJ<T[,XT+=u}] + P {7, < Ty <T,t (B.3)
Let ¢ be the time of the first jump of the compound Poisson process Z with jump rate A > 0.

Note that X will increase continuously up to time ¢ as long as the initial value is positive. Since
v > vy > 0, we have

v (g+1)/ 1
1-— vo[e_‘f o 1{T+<T Xy = U}] <1 —Evo[e“f l{g T+}] =1- <vo) . (B4)

By conditioning on X Ty We obtain

vo
P T, < Tv'g <T,}= / Peo{Xp-_ € dy}P{y —u < J =y —uo}
u
= max (F(y—up)— F(y—u)). (B.5)
UO=y=vo

Since F(-) is continuous, and, hence, uniformly continuous for y € [0, vg — ug], it follows
that the right-hand side of (B.5) vanishes as u | ug. From (B.2)—(B.5), we conclude that (B.1)

holds.
Note that although (B.5) only uses the continuity of F on [0, 00), the proof for C @) (x; u, v)
will use the continuity of ' on (—o0, 0]. ([l

Proposition B.1. Assumptions (Al)—(A3) hold for the piecewise exponential Markov pro-
cess (20) with a continuous jump size distribution F (-) and initial value Xy > a.

Proof. For 0 < u < x < v, by the strong Markov property, we have

YRR 4T
BT (s u,v) = Bele™ Lige g o o)) F Exle™ L ey oy cory]

(v —(g+1)/n
T \x

(1/w)Inv/x v—xe
+ A / e @thr gy f B (xe" + w; u, v)F(dw). (B.6)
0 u

—xelt
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By Lemma B.1, (B.6), and the dominated convergence theorem, it is straightforward to verify
that assumption (A1) holds and, for x > a,

rooa [0
b(qi(x) 1 —/ Bl(q)(x +w; x —a, x)Fdw).
: ux  opx Jo,

Note that we require x > a as otherwise x + w in the above equatlon could be negative for
w € (—a,0), and then Lemma B.1 does not apply. Obviously, fx‘ 1(u)) dw < oo for all
0 < x < y < oo. Similarly, by conditioning on the first jump of Z, for O<u<x<v,

(1/pw)Inv/x
Béq)(x, dz; u,v) = Af e WM E(y — xeM +dz) dt
0

(1/w)Inv/x v—xeH
+A/ e~ (@i dtf B (xe + w, dz; u, v) F(dw)
0 u

—xeht
and
(1/w)Inv/x v—xe
C (x; u,v) =Af e @trr dt/ C'%) (xe + w; u, v)F(dw),
0 —00

where it is understood that C 4% (xe"' + w; u, v) = exp(s(xe" +w —u)) for w < u — xet’.
One can verify from Lemma B. 1 and the dominated convergence theorem that assumptions (A2)
and (A3) hold, and, for x > a,

@ A A0 @
b,5(x,dz) = —F(dz) + — B, (x +w,dz; x —a, x) F(dw)
ux ux

—da
and

A 0
c,(lq’x)(x) = —/ CY9(x +w; x —a, x)F(dw).
MX J—o0
This completes the proof. |

Appendix C. Assumption verification for Example 5

Let U be the continuous component of X, which is a linear diffusion process with the

infinitesimal generator
d2

1 2
Ly = 59 (y) +M(y)

It is well known that, for any g > 0, there exist two 1ndependent and positive solutions, denoted
as ¢qi (), to the Sturm-Liouville equation

Ludy (V) =qd; (), (C.1)

where ¢+( ) is strictly increasing and ¢, (-) is strictly decreasing. By the Lipschitz assumption
on wu(-) and o (), it follows from the Schauder estimates (see, e.g. Theorem 6.14 of [11]) of
(C.1) that ¢i() e C%%(Q) for any « € (0, 1] and any compact set @ C R. We refer the
interested reader to [11, Section 4.1] for more detail on the Holder space C* 2a(Q).
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We denote the first hitting time of U to level z € R by H, = inf{t > 0: U; = z}. Itis well
known that, foru < x < v,

fq(xa U)

B _ Jq(u, x)
Ex[e qHy I{Hu<Hv}] =, < and Ex[e qHo I{Hv<Hu}] = !

fq(u,v) fq(”avy
where f,(x,y) := ¢;r(x)¢q’(y) — qb(j(y)qbq’(x). Note that f (x, y) is strictly decreasing in x
and strictly increasing in y with f, (x, x) = 0. In particular, for u < x < v, we have

bg (x) o ()
4" and Ey[e 9] = i—.
bq () ¢q (v)
For e, an independent exponential random variable with mean 1/q < oo, the g-potential
measure of U is given by

(C.2)

Ey[e™9H] = (C3)

2 S W0

roesy) = Doy € DY fg02(0) fo100, ) e
a(®: ) : i 2 6 (s (o)
q02(y)  fga(y.y)

, X >,

where f; 1(x,y) := (3/9x) f4(x, y). Further, the g-potential measure of U killed on exiting
the interval [u, v], foru < x,y < v, is given by

1/¢)P{U, €dy,e, < H, N H,
0@ (x, y; u,v) = (1/9)Fx(Ue, € dy. & « A By

dy
Jq(x,v) Jq(u, x)
=r4(x,y) — f:(z, v)rq(u,y) — fz(z’i)rq(v,y). (C4)

The next lemma is an analogy of Lemma B.1. Thanks to the diffusion term in the jump
diffusion model (21), we now allow for the presence of atoms in the jump intensity measure v (-).

Lemma C.1. Consider the jump diffusion model (21). For q,s > 0 and ug < xo < vo, we
have

lim  g(xo; u,v) =  lim  g(x; u, vo) = g(xo, uo, vo),
(u,v){ (1o, v0) (x,u) 1 (x0,u0)

where g(x; u, v) is any of the following functions:
B u,v), BV uv),  COO(x; u,v).

Proof. We can follow the same proof as Lemma B.1 with the exception that the probability
term Py {7, < Tng < T,,} in (B.5), which will be handled distinctly here. We have X; = U;
a.s. fort < ¢, where ¢ is the first time a jump occurs which follows an exponential distribution
with mean 1/A = 1/v(R) > 0. For any ug < u < xg < vg, by (C.2) and (C.3), we have

PolT, < T} < T} <Pu{T,} <T,}
=P AT < T 6 > TV + P {E < T, <T,}
< Bule ™0 1y, <)l + 1 — Byle™* o]
_ fq(uo, u) - ¢y (1) .
fq(uo, vo) bq (o)
Therefore, it follows that limy |, Py (T, < T,5 < T,0} = 0 by f, (o, ug) = 0. 0
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Proposition C.1. Assumptions (Al)—(A3) hold for the jump diffusion model (21).
Proof. By the strong Markov property, (C.2), and (C.4), foru < x < v, it follows that

@, o fa—qT T
BV (s w,v) = Eale™ 0 Yipr o gy o)V A Exle™ ™ N g i) ooy

=E [e” M1y g

v(dw)
A

v
+f E,[e ¢ 1{{<HMAHU,U;edy}]/ Bl(q)(y + vy, w); u,v)
u R

_ fq+A(ua X)

v
- + [ 00y wndy [ BP0+ 0w u o),
frnw T, .

where it is understood that Bl(q)(y + vy, w); u,v) =0if y(y,w) >v—yory(y,w) <

u —y. By Lemma C.1, the dominated convergence theorem, and the identity f, 1, (1, v) =

— fq+2. (v, u), we can verify that assumption (A1) holds with

—Jferra(x—a, x)
Sogralx —a, x)

where we write

biin(x) =

X
/ B (e, y) dy /R By (s w); x =, x)v(duw),
X—a

~ A
0 (x, )

Jar1(x —a, x)
=L E ) ) +
g+t

Sag+r1(x,x)

ﬁﬂ@—mmeQ_mw

andry 5, 1(x, y) := (8/9x)rg15.(x, y). The integrability of b;?i (+) follows from the continuity

of the ¢;(~) and ¢, ().
Similarly, by the strong Markov property of X, (C.2), and (C.4), we have

v
Béq)(x, dz; u,v) = / G(qH)(x, v, u,v) dy/ Béq)(y + y(y, w), dz; u, v)v(dw),
u R
fq-‘r}»(xv U)
fq+k(“» U)
One can verify from Lemma C.1 that assumptions (A2) and (A3) hold with
b (x, dz) = / )
2,d k) Z) -

X—a

v
CO (x; u, v) = +/ 0 (x, y; u, v) dyf CO (y+y (v, w); u, v)v(dw).
u R

639N (x, y) dY/RBéq)(y +y (0, w),dz; x —a, x)v(dw),

— x ~

09 () = —Jari1 00 f 0P (x, y)dy / CO(y +y(y, 2); x —a, x)v(dw).
fq-‘rk(x —a,x) x—a R

This completes the proof. O
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